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HAT the Reputation and the 


every one muſt obſerve, and what 
every good Man can't but bewail: 
and that the grand Controverſy 
of the preſent Day, amongſt other 


Things, has contributed its Part towards this ſad 
Declenſion, is not difficult to determine. But 


„ Whether the Errors themſelves, that have been 
broached amongſt us, or the earneſt Zeal that has ap- 
peared againſt them, ſhould bear the Blame, is the 
Queſtion. Some are ready to charge the Fault 
upon the Former, reckoning that thoſe ſtrange 
octrines have ſtained the Beaut of our common 
Chriſtianity; and, like a Cankergeat our its Vitals ; 


culated to diſparage the excellent Grace of Godly 
Sincerity, and to give a mortal Stab to Charity. 
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Power of Religion are in à very 
languiſhing Condition, is what 


leavening the Minds of the People with a Contempt 
of Revelation, and with a Pagan Spirit: Whilſt 
others inveigh as much againft the Latter, as if ſuch 
4 warm contendipg for the Faith was directly cal- 
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1 Entbufuſm Retorted. 


None have been lowder in Complaints of this 


kind, than Mr. Morgan: nor have any born a hea- 


vier Load of his Reproaches, on this Score, than 


the Four London Miniſters. To inſert all his bitter 
Invectiyes againſt thoſe Gentlemen, wou'd be to 


tranſcribe the Subſtance of both Letters: This 


gentle and meek Spirit breathes almoſt in every Page, 


and is what animates the moſt ſounding Periods 


there. But however, that you may have a Speci- 
men of Mr. Morgan's great Candour, I will be at 
the Trouble of tranſplanting that famous Paragraph, 


where the whole Charge he is pleaſed to exhibit 
againſt our Brethren, is compendiouſly ſumm'd up, 


and ſet in the Frontiſpiece of his ſecond Letter; 
that it might be ſure to ſtrike the Eyes of all his 
eaſy and believing Readers, and ſo to wound the 


more deeply the envied Reputation of thoſe Gen- 


tlemen. - 


The Indi&ment runs thus, © Gentlemen, The 
| * Doftrine of the bleſſed Trinity ſtated and defended, 


came out with ſuch an Air of Aſſurance, and ap- 
* pear'd to me ſo directly calculated to diſcourage 


© all rational Freedom of Enquiry in Matters of 


great Importance; to bear down the cleateſt Evi- 


dence, and the moſt expreſs Declarations of Holy 
* Scripture, by the contrary Weight of human 


cc 


Signal, and railing a groundleſs Qutcry of He- 
reſy againſt your innocent Brethren ; and in a 


Word, to diftra& and divide the Proteſtant Diſ- 


ſenting Churches, in laying a Foundation for 
* implicite Faith, and encouraging Diſſenters to act 


„ that is, to hold faſt their Opinions without any 
farther Examination, and to believe Contradicti- 


ons under the vain and ſenſteſs Pretext of oppoſing 
Faith to Reaſon ; that I thought my ſelf oblig'd _ 
| 'F "= 


Authority ; to prejudice the Judgments, and in- 
flame the Paſſions of the People, by giving the 


upon the very fundamental Principle of Popery ; 
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Enthuſiaſm Retorted. 
to expoſe this Procedure with ſome degree of 
© Sharpneſs, to prevent, if poſſible, the Miſchiefs 
_ © which I faw ariſing from ſuch fort of Manage- 

«© ment. 1 x £ 
Thar this Author has expoſed thoſe Gentlemen 
(or rather has endeavoured to expoſe them) with 
ſome degree of Sharpneſs, is very certain: But why 
not with ſome Degree of Evidence too? A greater 
Degree of Evidence, and a leſ Degree of Sharpneſs, 
ſome have thought (might one venture to be ſerious 
with ſuch a ludicrous Writer) wou'd have comported 
better with the Apoſtolick Rule, Rebuke net an E!- 
der, but entreat him as a Father : Tho', be this as it 
will, ſuch a Degree of Evidence, as is proportiona- 
ble to the Greatneſs of the Charge, is no more than 
| what the higheſt Juſtice requires of him; ſince, as 
Chillinguorth well obſerves, © He that will accuſe 
* any one Man, much more any Number of N en, 
* of any great and horrible C:ime, ſhould in all Rea- 
* ſon and Juſtice take care, that the Greatneſs of 
= his Evidence do equal, if not exceed the Quality 
« of the Crime. 
I therefore, this ſevere Accuſation ſhall appear 

to be, not only without a ſ#it2b/e Foundation, but 
1 groundleſs ; to be not only without and be- 
ond, but even contrary to the brighteſt Evidenee ; 
if this ſhou'd be the Caſe, as I doubt not to demon- 
ſtrate it is, I muſt leave the H/orld about us to judge of the 
Strength of that Cauſe, which needs ſuch Supports; or 
| what Character a Performance of this fort muſt de- 

ſerve: whether it can be any thing better than a 
Piece of Romantick Railery ; than a Fehr of Enthu- 


| flaſm; than the Quinteſſence of that Spirit, ſo warm- 
ly, but unjuſtly, imputed to our Brethren. 
But, perhaps, his cooler Thoughts have reproved 
tim, and we ſhall find in his ſecond Letter ſome 
Degree of Remo ſe, to atone for ſuch a Degree of 
Sharpneſs. Nothing leſs : You'll ebſerve, Sir, © Thar | 
n A | ; he 


6 Eutbuſaſm Retor ted. 1 
&* he thought himſelf oblig d to do ſo, to prevent; if 
F poſſible, the Miſchiefs which he ſaw ariſing from 
<< ſuch ſort of Management. vo - 
Strange Miſchiefs, ſure, that it is but poſſible 
ſcarcely poſſible for ſuch an Antagoniſt to prevent! 
A Book ſo fraught with Miſchiefs muſt; doubtleſs, 
be known to be fo, eſpecially by the Contrivers of 
this dangerous Machine : No, far from it, Mr. Mor 
7 8 an himſelf will acquit them, they ſuſpected no 
1 ce "7 
Page 4. harm: © I do not ſay, ſays he, you defign'd a 
ce or any Thing of this, for I believe the contra ß. 
He's very much in the right on't, not to ſay 
more than he believes; and yet to ſay leſs in the Caſe 
before us, was not to be expected from a Perſon 
of his odd Candour. But does Mr. Morgan indeed 
believe the contrary, and yet believe that their 
Book was direftly calculated to promote theſe Miſ- 
Page 3. chiefs? What a dexterous Command have ſome Men 
of their Belief ! Well, if our Friend believes them 
to be innocent, another may almoſt ſwear it ; he's' 
ſuch a mortal Enemy to implicite Faith, eſpecially 
k where the Characters of thoſe Gentlemen are the 
Object of it. You may depend upon it, Sir, here 
he is never credulous to, an Extreme, but builds 
| his Aſſent on the ſtrangeſt Proof: He wou'd not 
1 be an Enthufiaſt at any rate, in point of Charity 
(at leaſt towards our Brethren,) whatever he may 
be in Cenſoriouſneſs : no, now his Faith is ſure ta 
keep pace with his Underſtanding, and be it at its Peril, 
if it dares to move an Hair s breadth beyond it. WE 
Thoſe Gentlemen, however, are obliged to him 
for his good Opinion of their Iitentiont. The Inme-" 
| cency of the Dove is ſomewhat, eſpecially in the 
Mouth of one, who makes Sincerity the only diſtin- 
guiſhing Principle of a Proteſtant : But, ah ! the. 
Wiſdom of the Serpent, it ſeems, was wanting. The”. 
neither all nor any of this Miſchief was deſign d 


by our Brethren, but the contrary,; yer © Lcan- 
1 nog 
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Enthuſiaſm Retorted. 
# not, adds he, help ſaying, that this then appeared 
* to me the natural -Tendency, as jr has ſince 


» © proved the real Conſequence of your Book, and 


- wa whole Conduct in this Affair from firſt to 


Methinks, to this latter Clauſe, and of your whole 
Conduct in this Affair, from firſt to laſt; a modeſt Man 
ſhou'd have ſubjoin'd, ſuppoſing my Intelligence 


at this great Diſtance, and, perhaps, from the op- 
Pofite Side too, be true and full. But what pity was 


it, ſuch a quick ſighted Lynx as this, had not been 
at their Elbow, to have ſhewn them in tim̃e the 
diametrical Oppoſition betwixt the natural Tendency, 
and the pious Intention of their Book ? unleſs we may 
charitably hope, this miſchievous Tendency was 
only in appearance, and not real. The moſt pacifick 


$ Endeavours, through the Luſts of Men, may end 


in Contention. Suppoſe ye, ſays Chriſt, that I come to 
give Perce on Earth? I tell you, nay, but rather Divi- 
ion. What then? tho' Diviſions were the real Con- 
ſequence, yet in its natural Tendency, as well as De- 


ſign, his Doctrine was no other than Peace on Earth, 


Good-will towards Men. 


Hut to return to his Charge. And here the firſt 


Thing that offends that ſqueamiſh Gentleman, is, 
The Air of Aſſurance with which the Doctrine of the 


Bleſſed Trinity came out! They wrote, it ſeems, as 


thoſe who were well aſſured in their own Minds, 
That he who made all Things is God, even the true God, and 
eternal Life. A mighty Crime! were the Holy Scrip- 
tures penn'd for this very purpoſe, That we might 
knowthe CERTAINTY of of [ ings wheyett we have been 


nſtrutted? And is it ſuch an inſufferable piece of 


Aſſurance, for our Brethren, in any Inſtance, in ſuch 
an Inftance, to profeſs themſelves Certain? or, 
that they had rock in Hand to ſet forth in order, a De- 
claration of ſuch Things, as were, mosT SURELY, le- 
lieved among ſt us? Well, be this as it will; they 

x ; have 
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Entbufiaſm Retorted. 


have met with their match, however. The whole 
World will agree with me, Mr. Morgan is not an 
Inch behind them in his Airs of Aſſurance, what ever 1 
he may be as to dint of Argument. B 
With what an Air of Aſſurance does he tell thoſe 
Leiter 1. Gentlemen, They muſt be very weak Pro- 
Is 7,8.< teſtants, if there be any ſuch, who talk of Cer- 
* tainty, in Matters of Faith.” And yet when he 
is once ſettled in his Enthufiaſm, and heated with *' 
this myſterious Fire; he himſelf can talk of Cey- . 
lf zainty in ſuch Matters, and yet fancy he is a Pro- 
| teeſtant, ay, and a very ſtrong one too. When he 
Lett. I. ſays, The Aſſent of the Underſtanding (ſpeaking 
Page 16. C of Faith) may proceed upon certain, or proba- 
e ble Reaſons, Loim or human Teſtimony. Here 
is a plain Intimation, that a divine Teſtimony is a 
certain Foundation for Faith. Now, where the 
l Evidence it ſelf is certain, why mayn't the Strength 
% of Mr. Morgan's Perſuaſion be proportionable, and 
i certain too? and if his Faith may be as certain as 
the Reaſons that ſupport it, then by his own Con- 
feſſion, there may be Certainty in Matters of Faith, 
as well as Science. But ſuch bare-faced Contradicti- 
ons as theſe, are no great Rarities in our modeſt |} 
Writer. i 
„ . With what Airs of Aſſurance does he droll upon 
Page 14. thoſe that plead for Degrees in Certainty ? And how 
does he rally theſe Gentlemen, for aſſuming to 
_ themſelves, even the loweſt Degree of Certainty, 
about the Se of the inſpired Writings, tho' inthe 
great Article of our Saviour's Divinity ? tellin 
Lett. I. them, © The confounding of theſe Things, ſo dif 
Page n. © ferent in themſelves, the pretending to know- 
edge or certainty in Matters which are incapa- 
* ble of ſuch Evidence, and the miſtaking the | 
© Strength of Perſuaſion for the Certainty and 
* Evidence of the Thing, is the proper Nature of 
E „ Enthuſiaſm”. And yet to ſhew he can 1 
| ns wit 


D | 
Ent buſſaſm Retorted. 
wich them, mays out- do them in their own Art; he 
is arrived, it ſeems, at Crtainty; even at the higheſt 
Degree of Certainty, about the Senſe of human Wri- 
tings. Speaking of Sir Richard Blackmore, he tells 
Mr. Pyke, As to what the learned Author has 
offered concerning the Dependance of Articles of 
4 Faith upon Conſequences, he hopes Sir Richard 
« will forgive him the Preſumption of ſaying (what 
is moſt certainly true) that he has quite miftaken 
the Queſtion *. Now there are either certain 
Rules to find out the Meaning of an Author; or 
there are not. If not; for our Writer to boaſt 
of Certainty, of the greateſt Certainty about the 
Meaning of that learned Author, muſt be nor only 
Enthufiaſm, but the higheſt 99 7 of Enthuflaſm. 
But if there be Rules to guide us into a rational 
Certaimy about the Senſe of human Writings ; is the 
Simplicity, and is the Perſpicuity of ſacred Lan- 
guage ſo much inferior, that it ſhou'd be no leſs a 
Crime than Rant and Entimiſiaſm, to talk of Certaiu- 
ty in this Caſeallo? e OS e Nc 
With what an Air of Aſſurance are theſe Gentle- 
men told, That CExTrAIN TT and IxFALLIBII ITT are 
the ſame thing; and that by pretending to the for- 
mer, they claim the latter? As if for a fallible Man 
to be certain, was as flat a Contradiction, as an un- 
certain Certainty, or a fallible ee And yet to 
fave them the Trouble of confuting him, Mr. Mor- 
gan, but two Pages before, allows a Diſtinction be- 


ſtwixt Certainty and Infallilility. Elſe, what does he 


intend by ſaying, © is certain, that as Proteſtants, 
or een as {allbl Creatures, they can mean n- 
* thing elſe, Cc? Here we have our Author him- 
ſelf pretending to Certainty, and yer diſclaiming 


Infallibility, So that Certainty and Jufallibility are 


either diſtin& things, or Infallibility is claim d and 
diſclaim'd, aſſerted and denied by himſelf: And in- 
ſtead of, It is certain, that at Proteſtants, or — 4 

| kk | _ tallible 
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Fallible Creatures this N. aſter at Self Contradictions 
might, had he fo pleaſed, have ſaid, 7-4 Infallible 
that as Proteſtants, or even; as Fallible Creatures; Or, 
A is certain that as Proteſtants, or even as uncertain 
Creatures, they muſt mean Jopr ſo. But is it indeed im- 
poſſible M . certain he has hit the 
Mark. in any Inſtance, without pretending to be an 
%% A ˙ 8 
Lett. II. With what an Enthuſiaſtick Air does Mr. Morgan 
Page 18. panter our Brethren, for placing their Cerrainty in 
nothing but in a ſtrong and indubitable Perſuaſion ! He 
is pleaſed, with as little Truth as Modeſty, to repre- 
ent them, as ſhutting out of their Account all ra- 
tional. Evidence, 3 nothing to do with it. 
* ' Nay, he wants not Aſſurance to bring me in as a 
Voucher for this his Charge; only for obſer- 
ving, That yy ec Certainty always implys an in- 
| dabitable Perſuaſibu as a neceſſary Part of its Idea: 
1 which none can gainſay, without maintaining, we 
5 may be babe fal of what we are certain. And that 
this was the utmoſt that cou'd be intended, by the 
.Paſlage he refers to, is as clear as the Light it ſelf, 
Page 25. from the Words which immediately follow. © If 
the Evidence, I add, upon which this Perſuaſion 
[© ſtands, is really ſufficient to extinguiſh Doubt, or 
to ſupport that Degree of firm Perſuaſion we 
build upon it, it is a rational Certainty ; if not, 
© the Certainty, we claim, is ſo far of an Enthu= 
* fiaſtick kind, This latter, J go on, is as much ex- 
« ploded by your Brethren, as by your ſelf.” Now, 
| . what can't a Man of Mr. Morgan's invincible Con- 
1 dence ſay; that wants not Aſſurance, whilſt ſuch a 
it N as this is before his Eyes, to proclaim to 
1 Lets. IL the | orld, M That Mr. Fancourt tells him, by 
| Page 17, Knowledge and Certainty, and ſuch like 
f Expreſſions in their Introduction; the Four Lon- 


1 don Miniſters mean only, that they are ſtrongly 
1 Sand indubitably perſuaded ” Whereas, after our 


| 1 mercileſs 


Enthuſiaſm Rotorted. 


mercileſi Inquiſitor has abuſed 2 Uthe Engines of Cri- 
ticiſm to torture their Words, and to make tem 
confeſs a contrary Meaning; after he has laviſhed 
away both his Candour and his Juſtice, and his go 
Senſe with them, in ſo vile a Drudgery ; the nnpre-- 
judiced and ingenuous Reader will be able roſes 
no more than this, 1 e eee 

That as thoſe Gentlemen do, with Mr. Morgan, 
diſtinguiſh betwixt Certainty it ſelf, and the Evi- 
dence which is the Foundation of it; ſo they con- 
tend for no other Certainty, but what has a ſuffi- 
cient Evidence for its Foundation. And as none 
can be ſaid to be certain of what they are dbubtful, 
and therefore an indubitable Per ſnaſion muſt enter in- 
to the neceſſary Idea of Certainty; ſo they hold, 


2 that none can be properly uncertain of what they 


have no Reaſon, no room to be doubtful. And this 
they affirm is a rational Certarnty, not only in the 
Language of the Vul but of 
World, and even of the tacred Writings too; whe- 
ther it amounts to what he deſigns by an infullible 
Certainty, or no. N . 3 
The impartial Enquirer will obſerve further, 
That when our Brethren find ſuch a Propoſition as 
this in Scripture, Chriſt is over al God bleſſed for e- 
ver, or any other Propoſition whatſoeyer ; as 
they ling betwixt the Senſe of the Propoſi- 
tion, the Truth of the Propoſition, and the Hupor- 
tance of it; fo they maintain, in cafe the Senſe, 


Truth or Importance of ſuch a Propoſition be in it 
| ſelf certain, it is poſſible it may be known to be o 


and they who know them to be certain, may he al- 


owed to tell others what they how And this 


| Pe they conceive may be done without 8 A 
thar 


or an uncharitable Contempt of thofe 
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# otherwiſe minded. Salvi 


So that wou'd our Author not fight withhis 


own Shadow, but really 5 thoſe Gentlemen, 
- 5 N * 82 | . 
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gar, but of the learned 


= 1% - Enthbufiaſm Retorted, 
1 he muſt aſſert ane of theſe three Things, 
' Either, that there is no Certainty at all of the 
Senſe, Truth, or Importance of any one Doctrine 
in the whole Bible ; which wou'd be to introduce 
| þ Bet into all Language, even into the inſpired 
| ritings themſelves ; and to leave the Minds of 
Chriſtians in an eternal Doubt, whether there be 
ſo much as one real, intelligible, or important Truth 
there, or no. 5 = 
Qr, he muſt contend, That the ſeveral Propo- 
ſitions relating to the proper Godhead of the Son, 
and Spirit, are of this kind, i. e. are of an uncertain 
Meaning, Truth, and Inportance * And ſo, that God 
. wanted either Integrity or Ability, to lay down the 
reat Doctrines of our Salvation with ſufficient Evi- 
derce ; which yet were wrote, that we might draw 
a near unto him, with a true Heart, and full A 
ö ſurance of Faith. wy 3 
b Or, this Writer muſt aver, that tho' we may 
arrive at a rational Certainty about theſe Things; 
yet this Certainty doth lie on the ſide of their Ad- 
l verſaries. Which Point, if he will debate it with 


— ——— — — 
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MM Calmneſs, T am willing to examine with him, as ſoon 
[8 as his Evidence 1s brought forth, and ſet ina fair 
| Light. 


Only let me deſire this one Thing of Mr. Mor- 
an, © That he wou'd diſtinguiſh betwixt the Article it 


1 * 

ö ö je elf; as it immediately affefts the PERSONALITY, and 

| I DivrxIxT of the Sn and Spirit, or their being Gd 
* * jn the ſame Senſe in which the Father is God; and 
i betuixt the Ways of illuſtrating, and explaining the | 


* 80 or ManxEs of this awful Myſtery *®, © 
or the Diſpute of this Day, is not about any 
* Bein x Explication of the Subſiſtence of the three 
ö vine Perſons in the Godhead. The Trinitariang 


| id. Mr. Cumin Diſſertation, p. 1 7 3 
| | ow theme 
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Eui huſiaſm Retorted.. 
themſelves do vary from one another in their Ex- 
planations of this Myſtery: Let, notwithſtanding 
this Variety, they all agree in the Subſtance of the 
Doctrine; and comprehend each Perſon under the 
adequate and complete Notion of the one Jehovah, or 
of the one eternal and neceſſarily exiſting Being. 
Whatever may be pretended, ſays Mr. Tong, 
this is not a Controverſy about ſome metaphyſical 
* abſtra& Notions of Perſonality, Subſiſtence, mo- 
* dal Diſtinctions in the Divine Nature; in theſe. 
there will be always room left for different Specu- 
* lations and Sentiments : But it is a Controverſy 
about the very Object of religious Worſhip ; 
* whether that be the only one, living and true 
God: Which has been ever acknowle gd to be a 
Point of the greateſt Moment, both in natural 
* and reveal'd Religion. We really think the 
* Godhead of Chriſt, and of the holy Spirit, to be 
* the primary Article of Reveal'd Religion : and 
the Unity of the Godhead, the primary Article of 
Natural Religion, c.“ Uh 
So that (you will eaſily obſerve, Sir) ſhou'd Page 14- 
our Adverſaries confute any, or all the particular 
Explications of the Trinity, already advanced by the 
Patrons of this Doctrine; they wou'd not there- 
fore diſprove the Godhead of the Son and Spirit, and 
; alle their own Poſition ; unleſs they cou'd ſhew 
alſo, That there is »0 other poſſible way beſides, in 
which the three Divine Perſons can ſubſiſt, in this 
one Jehovah, without deſtroying either the Diſtinction of 
the Divine Perſons on 'the one Hand, or the Unity 
of the Divine Being on the other. 3 
Did I not apprehend that Unity and Diſtinction 
were Things very reconcileable in the Supreme Be- 
ing; and, conſequently, that the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, (as to the Subſtance of it) ſtands equally 
clear of thoſe two dangerous Extremes, Sabellianiſm 
and Tritheiſm ; it would be no Diffigulty with me 


(any 
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heavenly Badyz'ahat the Heathons worthip, g 


Eutbuſiaſm Retorted. 

(any more than with our Author) to commence an 
Ariau : ¶ Nothing being more certain, than that there 
is but One True God; and that the Diſtinction be- 
twixt the Three Perſons, is more than a meer Name. 


Bnt when J obſerve, that in the moſt ſimple and | 


ſpiritual Eſſences, amongſt created Beings, known. 
unto us; and deſign'd as the natural Glaſſes to view» 
our Maker in, there are real Diſtinctions, Diffe- 
rences, and Kind of Emanations, meeting in one 
aud the ſame Being which yet (as far as Reaſon 
can diſcern) are as early, and as neceſſary, as the 
Being it ſelf. Nay, when I take Notice, that every 


Thing in the World about us, is found to be Ore 


by an Union of ſomewhat ſimi lar or diſſimilar, or of 
both ; has Powers exiſting by a Sort of Communi- 
cation from, and in a natural Dependance upon ſome 
hidden Subſtratum, or Subſtance, in the ſame Eſ- 


ſence, as the Support and Foundation thereof; 


And not One by a ſtrict, omnimodous, and undiſtin- 
guiſh'd Simplicity, or Sameneſs of Perfection only: 
When I obſerve theſe Things, I would be glad to 
know by what Authority, either from the Works or 
Word of God, any do take upon them to ſhut out 
all real Diſtinction, as utterly inconſiſtent with the 


Divine Unity, T much queſtion whether it would in 


the leaſt claſh with thoſe genuine Ideas of God, 


which Nature and Revelation convey to us, ſhould” 


we ſuppoſe ſomething analugous, but infinitely more 
2 in the One Jehovah, The whole Divine 

lence, notwithſtanding ſuch internal Diſtinctions, 
Differences, and Kind of Emanations in it ſelf, - 
might yet (for ought I ſee) be, by a vital, necaſſa- 
, and eternal Union, but One Undivided Being. The 
Oneneſs of the Divine Being is never oppos d ta 
any Diſtinction, of what Kind, or how great ſoe- 


o 


mir, or teach; any more than the Quezeſs.of any 


* 


God, excludes that Variety, which by the naked 
Eye, or by the Help of Teleſcopes, are diſcovered 
| w we are upon this great Doctrine, give me 
leave to open to you my preſent Sentiments abort 
it, and to ſubmit them to the Correction of your 
wiſer Thoughts. nd eee 
I believe, that the Lord our God is alone of eter- 
nal and neceſſary Exiſtence. a | 

That the apparent Diſtinction, and almoſt infia 


| nite Variety in his Works, with the very differing 
Per fections which are aſcribed to Him in his Word; 
ſhew not only the Probability, but even the Certainty 


of an anal Diſtinctiom in the Divine Eſſence it 


That diſtinct Perfections, or what you pleaſe to 
call them, in the ſame Eſſence, neither are, nor 


can be any other Ways one Eſſence than by Union; 


which in the Caſe before us, is eternal and neceſ- 


br fa 5 | . KY 
F 11 the Divine Nature, in its complete Eſſence, i 
One by a neceſſary and eternal Union of ſeveral 
diſtin& Perfections, and not One by an eternal S. 


litude of one and the ſame undiſtinguiſh'd Perfe- 
ction only, then I believe the Unity of the Deity 


may be preſerved by an eternal Society, as well as 


Solitude. oy 
That in the Sacred Scriptures there are Three 
ſpecial Differences, repreſented under the ſeveral 


Names of Father, Word, and Holy Ghoſt ; and 

that too by ſuch Characters as bear at leaſt a great 

$ Analogy or Reſemblance unto what we call Per- 
ſons, 1t they be not in a ftri and propet Senſe 
diſtinct, though undivided Perſons ®, ang” 


— — ——— 
| | | — 
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* 4 Any Perſon may have this Notion, that God is not Three 


© Separate Perſons, and therefore not Three Intelligent Bei vgs E 
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Eut bhuſcuſm Retorted. 
I further believe, that the peculiar and diſtin» 
iſhing Properties of the Deity attributed in the 
lleſt Terms to each of them, do oblige us to 
comprehend all Three under the adequate and full 
Notion of the One Jehovah ; ſo as that the Vid and 
Spirit, together with the Father (and not the Fa- 
ther apart, and by himſelf alone) are by thoſe in- 
ſpired Writings conſidered as the only True God. 
That not the Father, nor the Spirit, but the Nord 
or Logos alone, was our Emmanuel, was God mani- 
feſted in the Fleſh, and dwelt amongſt us : And there- 
fore, that what was and is affirmed of, and done 
by the Divine Logos in ſuch Union with our Nature; 
neither could nor can, in the like Manner, be afftirm- 
ed of, and done by the Father, or Spirit. 
In a Word, I believe that this Union of the Di- 
vine Logos with the Manhood, was ſo ſtrict and per- 
ſonal, as to make the Action, and Sufferings of his 
humane Nature, done and undergone with its Con- 
ſent and Aid, fo far imputalle (if I may uſe this 
Term) to the Logos it ſelf; and alſo the Dignity of 
the Logos ſo far imputable to the human Nature, as 
that the Logos or Divine Word may be ſaid to have 


— 


©. But that God is Three United Perſons, and therefore One Ia- 

_<« relligent Being. The preciſe Difference between the Idea of a 
„Divine Perſon, and that of a Divine Intelligent Being, is, 
« That a Divine Perſon is not a ſeparate Being, independent up- 
« on all other Things ; a Divine Intelligent Being is ſeparate 
« and independent of any Thing elſe. The one is Ens relativum, 
« the other Ens abſolutum. lt is no juſt Objectian againſt 
the Doctrine of the Trinity, That do are not able perfefly to 
explain the Modus, or Manner, bow Three Perſons are One 
bs pap - or One God. It is ſufficient to knocv, that the Perſons 
are diftin& and real, as any other Perſons are; but ſo united 
„ <vithall, as no other Perſons are, or can be, and therefore they 
are not (like oth@ Perſons) as many Beings as Perſons, bu? 
One Being only.” Vid. Anſwer to ſome Queries, printed at 


Oxon, p. 115 12. 
purchaſed 


„ AD @& < c. _. Soto. ian hat 
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Ent buſiaſinñ Retorted. 
purchaſed us with his ow# Blood, or with the Blind 
of God; and to have made a Sati gaction in our Na- 
ture, equal to the Merit, Worth, and Dignity of its 
own Divinity. TIN es „ 
Having laid down the Subſtance of my preſent 
Thoughts about this great Myſtery, I will take the 
Liberty to ſet before you, what I take to be the. 
contrary Doctrine, when ſtript of its Diſguiſes, and 
ſhewn in a fair and full Light. IS 24 
The Gentlenien we have to contend with, main- 
tain, That the Father alone is of a neceſſary Exiſtence* : 
And therefore, that the Divine Logos, and the Ho- 
. Spirit are Beings truly contingent and precarious. 
That theſe contingent and precarious Beings. 
did, both of them, proceed from the arbitrary Will 
of the Father ; and in this reſpect were as truly. made, 
and are as proper Creatures, as the meaneſt Inſe& f. 


8 


* % The Son is not Self-exiſtent, Clarke, Prop. 12. Comp. 
« Reply, 162, 230, 231. Self-exiftent, unoriginate, or unde- 
% fived, properly expreſſed by neceſſary Exiſtence, Mod. Plea, 
p. 216, 217. Avowedly mantain, that the Son is not neceſſa - 
« rily exiſting, Phileleuth. 2d Letter to Mangey, p. 27. + ; 
N. B. To deny the Son's neceſſary Exiſtence is the ſame as, 
to aſſert him to be a precarious Being, depending as much on the 
«© Will of the Father for his Exiſtence, as any Creature <vbatever, 
« and therefore a Creature. Vid. Dr, Waterland's Supplement 
to the Caſe of Arian Subſcription, p. 15. 9 . 
« Thus may it be demonſtrated Nine feveral Ways, ſays Dr. 
« Waterland (and more might be added) from their own Wri- 
« tings, that the Abettors of the New Scheme make God the Son 
fand ſo the Holy Ghoſt ef courſe) as very a Creature, as ever 
did Arius, or Eunomius, or any Arian whatever, Supplement, 
„10, 21. 8 . 
F Inſtead of taking eff the ſuſpicious Conſequences, they do al! 
©* they can to inſinuate them into their Readers; avoiding nothing. 
* But the Name of Creature; all the while inculcating the 
Thing. —— The Holy Ghoſt muſt be a Creature æbith them, 
even upon their Definition of a Creature; as being One of thoſe 
« Beings brought into Exiſtence by the Power of the Son of God, 
in Subordination to the Will and Pouuber of the Father,” P. 22, 


C That 


. 


Et buſſaſm Retorted, 

That the Subſtances- of the Mord and Spirit 
were not formed out of any Thing pre-exiſtent, or 
which did not equally depend upon the Fathers 
Hee Will: In as much as the contrary would be to ' 
ſuppoſe, either that the Mord and Spirit do really 
communicate with the Father in his neceſſariVexiſt- 
ing Subſtance; or that the Father is not the only One, 
that neceſſarily exiſtethͤ. e 

In Conſequence of which, would they be con- 
ſiſtent with themſelves, they muſt maintain, that 
theſe contingent and precarious Beings, with re- 
ſpect to the very Rwudiments of their Eſſences, as well 
as with reſpe& unto their ſuper-induc'd Forms, were 
before the free Exertion of the Father's Will meer 
nothing: And that they are perpetually liable to 

Death, or Annihilation ; It being very reaſonable to 
ſuppoſe, that what receiv'd its all from the free Act 
of the. Father's Will, muſt.upon-a .coutzary-. A of 
the ſame Will, reſign up its all again. 
They muſt believe. alſo, that all the. Perfe&ions 
of the Word and Spirit are ſtriciiy finite; having the 
Imperffection of Contingency, or of a precarious Ex- 
iſtence cleaving to them; and being in the Degree 
and Continuance of their Exerciſe, limited by the free 
Will of another. Beſides, were the Perfections of 
the Word and Spirit infinite in AF, would they not 
be infinite in Poer too ? And conſequently indepen- 
dent upon the jree Mill of the, Father? They having 
infinite, and therefore equal Power, to ſupport and 
exert themſelves, as the Father would; have to deſtroy - 
or reſtrain them ®. Os They 
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. * FVFhen Dr. Clarke ercepted Supremacy and Independency, K 
be flainly in Reaſon and Conſequence, excepted abſolute infinite 
* Power, ; ſo that the Obje For might quell bave ſpared asking in 
© the 6th Query, Whether infinite Perfection can be communicated 
i à finite Being, Collect. of Queries, p..57, Note, The 
* Word AnsoLuTE is only to ſoften the Expteſſion. The Au- 
POE AT e 


Ent huſiaſm Retorted. 
They muſt hold alſo, That the Divine Word and 


began to be, are of a meer temporary Duration, and 
not from Eternity. It is as impoſſible for an Effet? 
to exiſt as ſoon as its free Cauſe, as it is for an infi- 
nite Succeſſion, or Train of Effects to co-exiſt at the 


ſame Moment with one another, or with their ſſt 


Cauſe, For, why may not an Effect operate, as well 
as exiſt as ſoon as its free Cauſe ? And, by Conſe- 
quence, why may it not produce another Effect alſo 
as ſoon as, or co-eval with the Cauſe from whence it 
doth it ſelf proceed? And ſo an infinite Succeſſion of 
Cauſations and Effects might be all co-remporary, or 
co- eternal in their Duration 

Our Adverſaries, in purſnance of their own 


Principles, muft hold alſo, That theſe contingent, - 


temporary, and originally Nothing Beings, | the 
Word and Spirit] are not God by Nature, but by 
Office only: And therefore, on Account of their 


Nature or Eſſential Perfefions, are no proper Objetls 


of Divine Worſhip, no more than any other Crea- 


ture: And by Confequence, ſhould an Angel, or a 


meer Man, derive from the Father Authority and 
Ability to protect our Perſons, to give us Laws, and 


PR 2 q * : * $ 
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% thor in Reaſon and Conſequence, plainly intimates that the 
% Powers of the Son and Holy Ghoſt are not IxFINIrE, and 
that they are Fix1Tts Beings, ONE 1 

*« As to their differing as Finite and Infinite, there can be but 
* One [ntellizent Being, abſolutely Infinite in all reſpecti.“ 


Collect. of Queries, p. 54, 55- Note, That Intelligent Be- 


« ing is with this Writer, and the whole Party, equivalent to 
« Perſon : So that here Two of the Perſons are declared to be 
* FiniTs Beings.” Vid. Supplement, p. 13, 14. 


* There ave not Three Eternal Perſons, Clarke's Script. Dock, 


p. 433. 1/? Edit. The Eternity of God the Father is rev:aled in 


the Old Teſtament, — in the New Teſtament, it is emphatically 


expreſſed, Rom. i. 20. But in neither is there any mention of the 
Son's, Colle ft. of Queries, p. 509. Vide Supplement, p. 18. 


3 to 


Spirit may not only ceaſe to be, but that they alſo 
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Entbufiaſm Retorted. 
| to hand to us the Bleſſings of Happineſs, &c. He 
would, though unconceivably leſs perfect, be equal 
„ in Office and fo equally deſerving of Divine Nor- 
k So a IE 1 
| IThat the Perfections and Dignity of the Divine 
i Word being but finite, the Atonement Chriſt made 
f in the Days of his. Abaſement, could not be of in- 
l finite Value ; and ſo no Ways commenſurate unto 
an infinite Mrong done to the Divine Majefty : And 
i therefore, that we muſt either be juſtified without 
i any proper Satisfattion ; or elſe that our Guilt is but 
of a finite. Malignity; and, conſequently, that an 
eternal Puniſhment is not ſtrictly due. i 
That this finite, contingent, temporary, periſh- 
able, and originally-nothing Logos (Abſit Blaſphe- 
mia) is that Being, by whom, and for whom all Things 
are ſaid to be created, that are in Heaven, and that 
are in Earth, viſible and inviſible, whether they be 
Thrones, or Dominions, or Principalities,: or Powers ; 
and that by him all Things confiſt ; he upholding them by 
the Word of his Power. F 
J 0o conclude, They muſt acknowledge alſo, that 
this mighty Agent and great End in all Creation, 
without whoſe powerful Command was not one 
Thing made, that was made, was himſelf not only a 
made Being, and at his Incarnation united unto a 
meer human Body; but was that very Soul which 
grew up, as a Babe, in Knowledee (as the Body did 
in Bulk) waxing ſtrong jn Spirit, and encreafing in 
IJViſdom, like the Soul of John the Baptiſt. 
- Theſe, I apprehend, or ſomething yet more 
monſtrous (wou'd our Author lay aſide his Dou- 
blings, and fpeak out) are ſome of thoſe glorious 
Truths, he wou'd burniſh Chriſtianity with; in 
the Room of the ever bleſſed Trinity of Perſons, , 
in the Unity of the One ſupreme Being. & 
| But to paſs on to the next Complaint of our mo- 
| eſt Writer; he repreſents our Brethren's Book; 
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 - Emtbuſuaſm Retortel. 
as directly calculated to diſcourage all rational Free- 
dom of Enquiry, in matters of great Importance. 
That the Controverſy of this Day, is a Matter 
of great Importance, will be readily allow'd him. 
* For either fide to miſtake created Nature for un- 
* created, finite for infinite, neceſſary for contin- 
= gent, ſupreme for ſubordinate, muſt (as thoſe 
* Gentlemen exprefs it) unavoidably introduce 


the greateſt Confuſion and Falſhood into all our 


** Conceptions, Affections, and Devotions”. So that 
it muſt, doubtleſs, be a Fault of no ſmall Malignity, 
to diſcourage any rational Freedom, and much more 
all rational Freedom of Enquiry, in ſuch Matters: 
And that Book muſt be of a dangerous Tendency in- 
deed, that is directly calculated for ſo bad a Purpoſe. 


But let us hear the Witneſſes Mr. Morgan brings 


to prove the Charge. Alas, is his Accuſation the 
only Evidence | What, not one Quotation, nor fing/e 
Reference to juſtify ir! Is it enough, he knows it 


to be true himſelf? Muſt his too eaſy and believing. 


Reader take it upon Truſt only? But has our Au- 
thor the Vanity to expect, his own indubitable Per- 
uafion will paſs for a Proof in this inquifitive Age ? 
Or, is he willing his Pretenſions to Innocency, in 
any Caſe, ſhou'd lie at the Mercy of the bare Say- 
ſo of his Accuſers? To what purpoſe is this Con- 
cealment of the Evidence, unleſs it be to cover the 
Weakneſs of it? Who diſcourages a rational Freedom 
of Enquiry now ? 

Nay, this Writer not only ſtifles his Evidence, 
and 8 deprives his Reader of the only rational 
Means of judging about the Juſtice of his Reffecti- 
ons; but, which is worſe ſtill, he charges them 
| againſt Evidence, againſt the cleareſt Evidence to the 
contrary. It was fo far from their Thoughts, to 


diſcourage the rational Freedom he talks of, that they 


frankly declare, God hath appointed a rational Page 3. 


** and Scripture Defence of the Truth, as a Means 
| 8 to 


— 


Page 17, 


Letter Fo 
Page 19. 
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 Enthufiaſm.Retorted, | 
© to fupport it. That they think -themſely 
8 —— the Force of Argument and — 5 
* ſion, as the only Means left them of God, to de- 
< te& Error, and defend the Truth. And that 
* they are reſolved by the Grace of God, never to 
* take any Meaſures, but what in their an N 
ture, and by Divine Inſtitution, are proper to 
inform the Judgment, and convince the Conſe. 
ence,” Kc. 3 ä 
So that hat our Author aims at, by a rational 
Freedom of Enquiry, is not eaſy to conjecture. 1 
hope he does not intend a Liberty to ſet up our 
Reaſon againſt Revelation; a Liberty to prefer 
the dim and doubtful Light of Nature, before the 
brighteſt Evidence of Scripture, the more ſure Word 
of Prophecy. A Freedom of this kind wou'd better 
become a Dei/? than a Chriſtian to plead for. Here 


Jet God be True, and every Man a Liar, that he might 


be juſtiſj d in his ſayings, and overcome, when he is 
judged, though it be for declaring, that without 
Controverſy great is the Myftery of Godlineſs, Gol 


manifeſted in the Fleſh. Nay, to do Mr. Morgan 


Juſtice, be is either again inconſiſtent with himſelf, 
or he is no more for a Freedom to uſe our Reaſon 
againſt Revelation than thoſe Gentlemen. No, 
That we are obliged to believe many Things 
upon the Score of Revelation, which Rea/ox 
«© con'd never have reach'd to without it, he tells 
* them is very true, and obſerves, That the whole 
* Goſpel Revelation is called a Myftery, —— be- 
© cauſe it contains Things which were abſolutely be- 
s youd the Search or Inveſtigation of unaſſiſted 


natural Reaſon, and cou'd never have been under=- 
* ſtood without Revelation. This our Author 
may ſay with Impunity, whilſt a Paſſage, but half 


ſo obnoxious from the Pen of a Trinitarian, wou'd 
have likely been anſwered with an Invective againſt 


implicite Faith. 


But 


Eu huſaſm Retorted. 


But if by a rational Freedom; he intends only a 


Herdom to; uſe our Reaſon about Revelation, whe- 
ther it be to find out the Divine Authority of Scrip- 
ture, or the gene Senſe of it, none are greater 
Advocates for fach a ſort of Freedom than thoſe 
Gentlemen. ; 

With reſpect to the Former, the Divine Authority 
of Scripture, as our Brethren exactly agree with 


"i 


* God. Or, in their own Words; That we have 


I ufficient Evidence, that the Scriptures are the Word of 


God;* fo they are as ready as any Men to fubmitthis 


Eyidence to the moſt impartial Examination. Mr. 


Mr. an, That the Apoſtles were, doubrleſs, = . 
che might have ſaid, certainly) infallible, in what? 
* ever they deliverd as the Mind and Will of 


Comming in his Diſſertation, concerning Scripture Page 17. 


Conſequences, has given us the Subftance of it: 
And 1 dare vouch 2 
our Writer himſelf is not more deſirous than they, 
that the 2 of ſuch Evidence ſhou'd be weigh- 
ed in an equal Balance. 5 5 

The Words of that learned Diſſertator, are theſe, 
Conſidering the moral Attributes of God; the 


tc. Nature and Quality of the Doctrines revealed in 


the Goſpel; the Precepts it enjoins; the Mo- 


tives by which it perſuades : The Harmony be- 
Atwixt the Scriptures of the Old and Neu Teſta- 
ment; the exact Accompliſhment of Prophecies, 
*<the. Atteſtation of Miracles, of the Reality of 
which we have all imaginable Security; eſpeci- 


cc 


ally the Gift of Tongues, in which there cou'd be 


© no poſſible Colluſion, and being witneſs'd to by 
Friends, and Foes, confirms all the. reſt; the 


Voice of univerſal Tradition; the unanimous 


- *Suffrages of the Armies of Martyrs and Confeſ- 
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* Dofrire of the Trinity, p. 40. 


«ſors, 


r the four London Minifters, . 
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"1 


Eut buſſaſm Retorted. 


ſors, in the moſt diſtant Ages and Places; the 
permanent viſible Effects of Chriſtianity in the 
World, eſpecially where it prevails in the Spirit 
and Power of it ; and how weak and ridiculous 
all Objections againſt it are; I ſay, conſidering 
theſe, and many other Things that might be ſug- 
geſted; we may without being counted Enthuſt- 
aſts, affirm that we have a rational Certainty of the 
Truth of the Chriſtian Religion; and that to 
deny it, is to offer Violence to the eternal Rules 
of Reaſon, Prudence, and Virtue, in knowing and 
obſerving of which, the Perfection of our Nature 
conſiſts, Whether this be own'd to amount toa ſtrict 
Mathematical Evidence or no, they muſt, ſays 
Mr. Cumming, be wilfully blind, who will not 
grant it to be a ſufficient Ground of a real, rational 


Certaint); ſuch as determines the Mind as fully 


as a Demonſtration can do, and excludes all ra- 


tional Doubtings.,” , V 
As to the Latter, the genuine Senſe of Scripture, 


our Brethren are ſo far from diſcouraging, that 
they contend for a rational Freedom of Enquiry 


cc 
cc 
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on and Deſign of their ſeveral Parts; the Scope 
of the Argument that is treated of; the Con- 


cc 
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about it, in the ſtrongeſt Terms. In order to 
© underſtand the true Senſe of Scripture, we muſt, 


ſay they, according to Reaſon, and the Practice 
of all true Proteſtants hitherto, let them be their 


on Interpreter, and explain their own Mean- 


ing. This we ſhall do by finding out the Occaſi- 


nection of uy particular Place, with what goes 
before and after.; the genuine Meaning of the 
Words, by comparing them with other Places, - 


and taking them according to the Intention of 
the Writer in this or that particular Place. 


„ And 
when by obſerving of theſe or any other reaſonable 
Rules of Interpretation, it thal} manifeſtly ap- 
pear, that ſuch a' Propoſition, or that ſucks 


6 


EBubuſaſm Retorted. 
* Doctrine is taught us, we are bound to believe 
te it, altho the Doctrine ſo taught, be vaſtly above, 
© and altogethey incomprehenſible to our Reaſon. 


« For, as the great Chillingworth hath well obſerved, 
No Demonſtration can be ſtronger than this, God 


© hath ſaid ſo, and therefore it muſt be true.” * 


Whether therefore thoſe Gentlemen ſpeak of 


the Certainty of Faith, i. e. of their Perception of 
the Truth of Scripture upon a Divine Teſtimony ; or, 
whether they ſpeak of the Certainty of Knowledge, 


i. e. of their Perception of the Senſe of Scripture, 
by the equitable Rules of Interpretation, they are 


not only for building upon rational Evidence, but 
are for ſubmitting this Evidence to the Diſquiſition 
of the moſt unbiaſs'd Reaſon. 1 

So that, to conclude this Article, when our Bre- 


thren are repreſented as diſcouraging all rational 


Freedom 1n theſe great Matters, our modeſt Writer 
(you'll obſerve) has nothing to produce at laſt, as 
a Proof, but what he calls an invincible Adherence to 
things beyond their juſt Degree of rational objective 
Evidence, which in his own Stile, 1s but another 
Name for Bigotry and Enthufiaſm. 1 

But to paſs on to Mr. Morgan's next Charge 
againſt thoſe Gentlemen: Their Book, he ſays, is 
directly calculated, not only to diſcourage this free- 
dom of Enquiry, but alſo to bear down the cleareſt 
Evidence and the moſt expreſs Declarations of Holy 


Scripture, by the contrary Weight of human Au- 


thority. 3 22 ets" 
Oh, horrid Impiety! Do they ſet Man upon a 


level with his Maker ! Do they prefer the Dictates 


of our dark, bewildred, and tainted Reaſon, before 


the unerring Oracles of Truth it ſelf | Do they weigh 
the Teſtimony of the reformed Churches not only 


— — m — 


— —— 


= Doctrine of the Trinity, p. 127, 128. Ty 
ED againſt 
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1 Lett. 11, 
Page 4. 


Enthuſiaſm Retorted. 
againſt the idolixed Sages of the preſent Age; but 
againſt the Evidence, and Declarations, againſt the 

areft Evidence, and moſt expreſs Declarations of 
Sacred W::t ! IIS a6 

But muft his Reader be implicite here alſo? muſt 
he yield a blind Obedience to our Author's venerable 
Authority in this Cafe too? What, not one ſingle 
Feſtimony to fupport the Accuſation! Will Mr. 
Morgan govern himſelf by fo vile a Maxim? 


2 Fortiter calunmiare, aliquid ſaltem adharebit. 
| Were we to appeal unto thoſe Gentlemen them- 


ſelves, they would, I am confident, with the ut- 
moſt Indignation, repudiate the Charge; and ſay 


with the Pſalmiſt in another Caſe, If we have done 


this, there be this Iniquity in our Hands, let the Ene- 
wy perſecute our Soul, and take it; yea, let him tread 
down our Life upon the Earth, and our HoN OUR 
in the Duſt. Nay, was their very Accuſer to be 
their Judge, will he tell you, they deſigned all, or 
any thing of this? No, he believes the contrary. And 
to convince you, Sir, he is no Enthuſiaſt in his Cre- 
dulity: But that the Evinence of their Defign herein, 


is equal to the Strength of his Perſuaſion about it, 


give me leave to turn you to a few Paſſages, that 
might poffibly, without the Heat of a Myſterious 
Nre, warm his Heart with this Candour towards 


our Brethren. Speaking of thoſe whoſe Thoughts 


have been agitated and unſettled in theſe Matters, 
We offer, ſays Mr. Tong, a brief Collection of 
* Scripture Evidence and Authority, the only Rule 


_ © and Ground of our Faith: and then proceed to ſet 


© before them the Harmonious Conſent of the 


© Reformed Churches; not as a Rule of Faith to 


5 * The Doctrine of the bleſſed Trinity, p. 14. 


ce others, but as a Symbol of their own” *. 


— 


« We 


Entbufiaſm Retorted. 


27. 


2 We are ſo far, ſays Mr. Robinſon, from de- Page i8, 


*. clining the Teſtimony of Scripture, that we ap- 
< peal to that as the Rule, and the only Rule, by 
* which we do, and ons to determine our ſelves 
in this and every other Doctrine of Religion, that 
* is ſupernatural ; | 


We do not, ſays Mr. Smith, produce them, Page 43. 


| {meaning the Teſtimonies of the Reformed 
Churches] © as adding any thing to Scripture Au- 
* thority, on which alone they did, and we do de- 
* pend ; but as Witneſſes of its Doctrine, who up- 
on free, diligent and impartial Searches, gave into 
? _— : ſame Senſe, as upon like Examination we 
0'' ; | 
This Word, ſays Mr. Reynolds, God hath gi- 
ven and appointed to be the common Rule of every 
* Man's Faith and Pradice. 


And adds, © We do then, as new born Babes de- Page 126, 
& fire the fincere Milk thereof, when we reverence it 132. 


above all Things, obey its Counſels, ſubmit to its 
* Authority, ſilence the muttering of Unbelief, and 
* quaſh the Objections of . and carnal Reaſon 
*. againſt its Dictates.” ; 

You ſee, Sir, the Bible, the Bible alone, is their 
. choſen Standard, and not the Deciſions of fallible 


Men: That none are for Freedom, for Diligence and 


Impartiality in the Examination of this Sandard 
more than they. I appeal to God, Angels and Men. 


& this to diſcourage all rational Freedom of Enquiry in 


Matters of great Importance ? Is this to bear down 

cleareſt Evidence, and the moſt expreſs Declarations of 
Holy Scripture by the contrary Weight of human Aut ho- 
rity ? Let me tell Mr. Morgan, that an honeſt Man 


But he goes on to load thoſe Gentlemen, and 


Book ſeems direciy ee. is © te Preite 


1. » 


will no more take away the Righteouſneſs of the Righteous 
from him, than he will juſtify the wicked for a Reward. 


tells them, That another purpoſe for which their 


Eubuſtaſm Retorted. 
* the Judgments, and inflame the Paſſions of the 
„People, by giving the Signal, and raiſing a 
* groundleſs outcry of Hereſy againſt their in- 
* nocent Brethren.” 1 
It is to be wiſh'd, our modeſt Author was but 
half fo clear of this Charge, as thoſe whom he ac- 
cuſes; and had done no more to prejudice the Judg- 
ments, and inflame the Paſſions of the People than 
they. Read but Popery, or Euthufiaſm for Hereſy, - 
and there's not one in a Thouſand, but what would 
take the Character he gives of thoſe Gentlemen, for 
the Author's own Picture drawn in Miniature. Had 
he rack'd his Inventionnever ſo long, hecould ſcarce 
have hit upon Terms more appoſite, to expreſs the 
very Spirit of his own celebrated Performances; 
which if calculated for any End, ſeem'd to be di- 
rectly intended to give the Sigaal, and raiſe a 
groundleſs Qutery of Popery and Enthuſiaſm againſt 
the Innocent. The Paragraph I am now examining, 
ſmells ftronger of the | 26.4 Jab than the moſt ob- 
noxious Palos of the Doctrine of the bleſſed Trinity, 
all taken together. I would ask our Author, where 
is it, that thoſe Gentlemen take upon them to 
HerxtTicars any of their Brethren, much leſs their 
innocent Brethren ; Is an immoveable Confidence, or 
an indubitable Perſuaſion, his utmoſt Evidence for 
this Charge alſo ? The four London Miniſters are 
ſo far from hereticating their innocent Brethren, that 
they frankly declare, even of thoſe whoſe Thoughts 
have been agitated and unſettled in theſe Matters, 
Page 19. they are ſuch, as in the Judgment of Charity 
_ © they cannot but yet look upon to be pious and 
. 1, GM 
Mr. Morgan will forgive me, if I be fo faithful 
as to tell him, Tyar ro SUBvERT a Man in his Cauſe, 
the Lord approveth not, Mankind, in point of ſelf- 
Rreſervation, as well as Juſtice to our Brethren, ſtand 
oblig'd ta riſe up in Reſentment againſt ſuch * 
| 9 


Enthufiaſm Retorted. 
of Treatment. Muſt Men be bubbled out of their 


Reputation, and ſtigmatized one while for Enthu- 


fiaſts, and another while for Incendiaries and Papiſts, 
by a frontleſs Charge only ? 
But our Writer, with his uſual Airs of Aſſurance 
roceeds, and brings up the Rear with as vile an 
putation as any of the former. He bluſhes not 
to tell them, That in a Word, their Book ap- 
© pear d to him directly calculated to diſtract and 
* divide the Proteſtant Di ſſenting Churches, in laying 
a Foundation for ImpLicite Faith, and encouraging 
Diſſenters to act upon the very FUNDAMENTAL PRIN= 
cc a : j A | 
CIPLE of PoprRT, that is (as he immediately ex- 
* plains himſelf ) to hold faſt their Opinions without apy 


cc | . 
FakTHER EXAMINATION, aud to believe ConTRA- 


c | 

* DICTIONS, under the Vain and SENSELESS Pretext 
cc | EL 

ef oppofing Fal r to REA SON.“ 


Really, Sir, I can't but grieve for our Author, 


to ſee the Pen of a Miniſter thus proſtituted to Scandal 
and Calumny. The mercenary Scriblers of the Age 
cou'd do no more, than deal out Reproaches blind- 


fold. 


Our Brethren are ſo far from encouraging Diſ- 


ſenters to hold faſt their Opinions without any far- 
ther Examination, that they faithfully remind them 
of the Obligation there is upon Al to ſtudy the 
* Scriptures, and to guide their Conſciences by them, 
and not by the Authority or Dittates of any meer 


Man, or Body of Men. And that none Page 43; 


might impoſe upon us, it is, ſay they, made not 


yy only the Privilege, but the Duty of every one, to 


judge for himſelf.” Only adding this Caution, 


7 That we muſt beware of being 1pſeparably at- 
_ * tach'd to thoſe Notions we have pre-conceived 


by the bare and wraſſiſted Light of our natural 
7 Reaſon: But muſt take Care to regulate theſe No- 
tions of ours by: the Scriptures, and not to govern 


ripture by them, which were all 
5 = = ns 


© the Lenſe of 


30 Eut huſiaſm Retorted. 3 
Done with a Man's pretending to correct the Light 
Page 12). of the Sun by holding a i UEL 

And as to the receiv d Doctrine, the greateſt Re- 
ſpe& thoſe Gentlemen plead for, is no more than 
this, Not raſbly to go over to a new Faith, before 
* we have calmly and impartially heard, read, and 

& confider'd what is to be ſaid in Vindication of the 
Page 128. old,” Dear Sir, what Apologies can be made 
for thoſe his ſo groundleſs and injurious Criminati- 
ons? Unleſs we may ſuppoſe, He either never read 
the Book he pretends to anſwer; or had quite for- 
got what he had read; or that ſome malevolent Pere 
ſon has prefixed our Author's venerable Name to a 
Lagend of his own. N 
' Mr. Morgan is not content to ſay, Thoſe Gentle» 
men have err'd, and (fince every Error may poſlibly-be 
reduc'd at laſt to a Contradiction) to add, they believe 
Contradiftions ; a Charge of this kind only had been 
too jejune and modeſt for ſuch. a bold and magnificent 
Writer. But now the Stile mantles, and the Lan- 
guage briſtles and burniſhes ; it comes off with a noble 
Grace, it fills the Mouth, and ſounds auguſily, to ſay, 
They not only believe Contradictions, but do this 
under the vain and ſenſeleſs Pretext of 2 
Fuith to Reaſon; and that their Book is calculated, 
Oy calculated to encourage others to believe the 
1 3 1 
But it is obvious to the moſt vulgar, if impartial, 
Reader, That what our Brethren affirm, amounts 
to no more than this, a Perſon may rationaly aſſent 
unto a Doctrine or Propoſition as true, tho he can 
prove it to be true by no other Argument than that 
of Divine Teſtimony ; or, tho he cannot fully under- 
ſtand the Modus or Manner of the Connection; nor 
vet comprehend the Terms that are thus connected. 
* Having, ſays Mr. Smith, ſufficient Evidence chat 
© the Scriptures are the Word of God, purpoſely 
* given to lead us to à right Knowledge o 3 
| | En 


Eurhuſſaſm Retorted. 


« Gf, and of his Win, wwe apply" Gent of 
« forming our Conceptions of them both. And if any 
© Thing therein tranſcend our Reaſon, yet ſince God 
e hath ſaid it, we conclude it is not repugnant and 
ce contradittory. And that ſaid it he hath, we diſ- 
* cern by the Places and Paſlages themſelves, con- 


© ſidered with their Context, and the Scope of 


* what is written, and by comparing Scripture 
* with Scripture.” 


portant Article of the ever bleſſed Trinity is taught 
in the Holy Scriptures.” The Truth of the Doc- 
trines, or of the Propoſitions themſelves, they ap- 
rehend, may be known, and Ground ſufficient ſeen 
r receiving it; where our Reaſon, at leaſt in this 


its weak and impaired State, can't reach the ful, 
clear, and adequate Underſtanding of the Modus, or 


of the Things themſelves contained under ſuch Pro- 
poſitions. And, does not Mr. Morgan grant as 


Things in Nature which we do not anderſtand, and 
* which are wholly beyond our Comprehenſion, and above 
our Reaſon, he readily acknowledges? ”' Tho' in- 
deed, according to his uſual Cuſtom, he imme- 


1-0 (and if our Author Axrirms it, who dares 


What, can't Mr. Morgan believe that to be, which 
yet he acknowledges to be! What a myſterious Art is 
ere! to be able readily to aſſent unto that which 
s neither the Object of his Knowledge, nor yet of 


y Imericirs Faith, which can be built upon nothing 
F but Sounns.” © Methinks he ſhould not wil- 

* lingly conrend for nought, if he knew it to be 
- nothing he contendeth for ; unleſs (which yet I 


cant 


much, when he ſays, © That there are Infinite 


is Faith! © This I muſt own, to borrow a Pun 
from our witty Author, is a Sounr Foundation for 


diately contradicts himſelf, and adds, But then 


„And thus judging for our Page 40, 
* ſelves, we. are convinced that this great and im-4 


* to Deny it) that not one of thoſe infinite Things Lt. I. 
; unknown, can be the Object of our Faith. Page 21. 


32 


* keep himſelf in Breath.” For my I can't 


Hou, really to; be tho we do not as yet really compre- 


acknowledge to be. 


our Brethren may no longer bear the Reproach 


plicite Faith, and that the Faith of our Author, in 


Perſon may rationally believe a Propoſition to be 


- « "0. F * 1 


Enthufiaſm Retorted. 
© can't-ſuppdſe) he fights [for Bread, or] only ta 


perceive in what he differs from thoſe Gentlemen 
in the Point before us, abating the Selj-contraditti- 
on, which he muſt take as his own peculiar, That 
there are infinite Things in Nature beyond our Com- 
prehenfion, he readily acknowledges : And who are they 
that aſſert any more? Let any one of his incom- 
prehenfible Things, be beyond his Comprehenfion as to 
What it is, as to Why it is, as to HO it is, or 
in what other Reſpects he pleaſes: Yet, when our 
Brethren repreſent it, as what may be the Obje& 
of our Faith, tho' not of our Comprehenſion, they on- 
ly mean with him, That we may ſee cauſe readily to 
acknowledge this incomprehenſible H/hat, Why, or 


hend the very What, the very Why, or How, which we 


But that this Gentleman may no more amuſe 
the World with his impenetrable Darkneſs ; and that 


of his Blunders, give me leave to ſet the Matter 
in a clearer Light : By which it, will appear, what 
it is he ſtigmatizes with the odious Character of im- 


this Reſpe&, is as implicite as his Neighbour's. 
The Queſtion under Debate is this; Whether a 


true, which in ſome reſpects he does not comprehend ? 
The Affirmative is what I am to prove againft 
thoſe, who pretend it is a Contradiction; and can 
find no Difference betwixt believing what is above 
and beyond our Underſtanding, and ſeeing what is 
above and beyond our Eye-fight f. 734 | 
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* His Anſcver to Mr. Pyke, p. 39. ; 
T Mr. Morgan's Let. I. p. 20. . 


77 " 


Eubuſaſm Retorted. 
A little to explain what is meant by Faith, and 
what by Comprehenfion. The Propoſition ſhall be 
this, Jeſus is Emmanuel. Tn this Propoſition there 
are three Things to be diftinguiſh'd one from ano- 


ther, the Terms themſelves, the Connection of theſe 


Terms, and the Truth of this Connection. The 
Terms of the Propoſition are Jeſus and Emmanuel. 
To comprehend thele Terms, is fully to underſtand what 
is meant by Jeſus, and what by Emmanuel. The 
ConeSion of the Terms is the Predication of Em- 
manuel concerning Jeſus : To comprehend this Con- 
nection is fully to underſtand, Whether Emmanuel 
be affirm'd or denied of Jeſus ; or, if affirm'd, whe- 
ther it be affirm'd of the whole of what is ſignified by 


Jeſus, or of a part only. The Truth of the Connection is 


a juſt Predication of Emmanuel concerning Jeſus. To 
comprehend, or to take in the Truth of the Connection 


1s fully to underſtand the Evidence produced, to ſhew 


the Juſtice of the aforeſaid Predication or Attribu- 
tion. So that to comprehend or underſtand the Pro- 


poſition we believe, may relate either to the Terms 


of the Propoſition, or to the Connection of thoſe 
Terms, or to the Truth of that Connection. 


Now, if our Aſent to the above-mention'd Pro- 


poſition, [ Feſus is Emmanuel, ] be grounded upon a real 
Acquaintance with the Terms themſelves, or with the 


Ideas that are expreſſed by them, this may be called 


proper Knowledge ; viz. as Knowledge is contradiſtin- 


. from Faith (for the Term is ſometimes uſed, 


oth in profane and ſacred Language, for Faith it 


ſelf.) But if our Aſſent be grounded upon outward 
Teſtimony, whether it be Divine or Human, then it 
is ſtiled pure Faith. Again, if our Faith or Belief, 
That Jeſus is Emmanuel, be accompanied with a 
clear and diſtinf# Idea of the Terms, i. e. of what is 
meant by Jeſus, and what by Emmanuel, we may in 


a proper Senſe be ſaid to underſtand what we believe; 
and this for Diſtin&ion ſake we'll call explicite FR : 
SEE - - a 0 = 
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Butbuſſaſm Retorte. 


Bit when the Signiffcation öf the Teyms, ot the 
Leas contained under them, are nut at al, or but 


ih part underſtood; in this Caſe, and To far, our 
Faith may in a Se#ſe be ſtiled implicite only: We 
upon the Credit of the Atteſtator believe the Pro- 
Pſction, or aſſent unto the whole as true; tho the 
Meaning of the whd/e, viz. of the Terms there con- 
nected, we do not as yet fully comprehend. —=— 
Matters being thus prepared, to apply it unto 
the Caſe. in hand. When thoſe Gentlemen ſay, a 
Man may rationally. believe what he does not com- 
Prehend; their Meaning is not, That a Man may 
know what he does not comprehend: For Knowledge 
ariſing from, is therefore proportionable to our Ac- 
Fe with the Things themſelves. Neither is 
eir Meaning, a Perſon may believe a Propoſition 
before he aud ands the Connection of the Verne! 
wiz, Whether Emmanuel be denied or affirm'd of 
Jeſus: For till this be diſcerned, nothing in reali- 
3 propoſed to our Faith. Again, when they 
rm, That a Perſon may believe what he does nar 
comprehend, neither is this their Intention, That 
any can rationally believe a Propoſition, till the 
Reaſons of their Belief be ſet before them, i. e. till 
the Evidence from Teſtimony, and the Credibility of 
ſuch Evidence are diſcerned : This they own 
wou'd be mere Euthuſiaſm, and to believe without 
any juſt or aſſignable Reaſon for our Belief Once 
more, nor yet was it their Deſign to inſinuate, That 
there can be an explicite Belief of a Propoſition, 
farther than the Meaning of the very Terms of the 
Propolition is underſtood; it being the diſtinguiſhing 
Charafter of ſuch a Faith, to apprehend the Senſe or 
Import « the Terms, ſo far as it afſents to the Truth 
of the Connection. The only Thing the aſſert is 
this, A Perſon may now implicitely believe (ſince our 
Author is pleaſed to call it implicite Faith) what he 
does not now explicitely comprehend : Or, in other 
2 Words, 


Enthuſiaſm Retor ted. 
Words, The whole intended by this Propoſition, 
Jeſus is Emmanuel, he may by an implicite Faß at. 
ent unto as true; though the whole of what is in- 
tended by the Terms made Uſe of here, he mould 
not intirely underſtand. Rs I 
And this they, maintain in Oppoſition to thoſe 
who ſay, If we underſtand but a Part of ſuch Truths 


as are contain d in a Propoſition, then we can be- 


lieve but a Part, even the Part that, we underſtand. 
But let me ask theſe Gentlemen, That Part of the 
Propoſition which as yet Fu don't underſtand, Is it 
true? Or, Is it not trye ? Or, Is your Mind in a 
perfect Suſpence about it ? If you believe it to be 
true; then you believe the. Truth of the Propoſition, 
farther than you underſtand the Meaning of it: And 


ſo it is the Obje& of your Faith, of your implicite 


Faith, in the ſame reſpect in which it is not the 
Object of your Comprehenſion. But if you, believe 
it to be nor true, or your Mind be in perfect Suſ- 
pence about it ; how come you to believe 1t to be true, 
as ſoon as you underſtand the Terms ? Since ano- 
ther that underſtands the Meaning of the Propoſi- 
tion, ſhall believe it to be falſe. It ſeems to me, 
that your Belief, . that more in a Propoſition either 
is, or at leaſt may be really true, than at preſent you 


comprehend, is both the Motive of your Enquiry into 


what as yet you comprehend not ; and the certain 
Reaſon why you  explicitely believe ſuch Truths, 
when you do comprehend them. Let us ſuppole that a 
Perſon at firſt knew not that this Propoſition, Jeſus 
is Emmanuel, was all one as, Jeſus is God with us ; 
Propoſition was true: How comes he (ag 
the Propoſition is underſtoo 
ſus is God with us? Since another, that under 
the ſame, ſhall believe, He is xor God with uu. 


only in general was well aſſured, that the N ; 
han Jr. 
C 


only Reaſon that can be aſſigned, is: this ; ypan, 
| Se en  implighty 


3 
ad 


Entbufiaſm Retorted. 

implicitely believed the whole Propoftion, which the 
other did not; and ſo more was at that very Time 
the Object of his Faith, than what was indeed the 
Object of his Comprehenſion. So that to me nothing 
is more plain, than that, by an Aſſent unto this 
Propoſition, Jeſus is Emmanuel, we not only may 
but do IpLICIT ETL T believe its latent Meaning alſo; 
that is to ſay, That Jeſus is God with us In as much 
as ccrn without a neu Revelation or Teſti- 
mony, we ſhould not explicitely believe it, as ſoon 

as that latent Meaning is known. | 
If any ſhould fay, They are not able to perceive 
the Ground of this Diſtinction betwixt explicite and 
implicite Faith; no, not in the Senſe that I have ex 
plain'd it; and therefore fear it is a Diſtinction 
without any Difference. I anſwer, with reſpect to 
the Terms themſelves, as thus applied, I am not 
concern'd to defend their Propriety, our Adverſa- 
ries have coined them for us; the Senſe is all that 
I contend for. And here could nothing be the 
Object of our Faith, but what we comprehend as 
well as believe, it wauld be impoſſible to believe the 
Divine Being to be incomprehenfible : For to believe 
the Divine Being is beyond our Comprehenſion, and 
et to believe no more to be true of the Divine 
Bono than what we comprehend, is a flat Contra- 
dition. When Mr. Morgan acknowledges, © There 
are infinite Things in Nature, which he does not 
* underſtand, and which are wholly beyond his Com- 
« prehenfion, and aboye his Reaſon” ; will he, even in 
this Caſe ſay, © His Fairy muſt fill keep Pace with” 
* bis UxptssTanDING, and can't move an Hair's 
E Breadth beyond ii? Unleſs his Meaning ſhould at 
laſt be no more than this, He believes no more 
than he nnderftands he does believe. Mira 


de Lente ! Who ever deny'd it? But the Queſtion | 
will yet remain, Whether a Perſon may not ander- 
that he believes the whole Propoſition ; that he 
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gives his Aſent unto all; whether he comprehends 
the whole, or not? Or, whether a Perſon may not 
know, that what he now believes is, or at leaſt may 
be, more than what he at preſent underſtands ? One 
that is ignorant even of the very Terms of Geometry, 
and 1s conſcious of his Ignorance, may yet, upon 
the credible Teſtimony of a Mathematician, reaſon- 


3 25 
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ably believe a Propoſition in that Science: Thus, he 


may believe, That the Three Angles of a rectili- 


neal Triangle are equal to Two right Angles ; tho 


he ſhould neither know, what is meant by an Angle, 


what by a rectilineal Triangle, what by a right Angle, 


nor yet whether the Equality intended here relates 
unto Number, Meigbt, or Meaſure. EAT? 

He underſtands indeed, that he believes the Pro- 
poſition to be true; but then he underſtands alſo, 
that what he believes to be true, is more than he as 


yet comprehends, And our Belief in ſuch a Caſe is 


never the leſs rational; becauſe, as an Aſſurance o 
the Fidelity of the Atteſtator is no Ways neceſſary to 
what we call proper Knowledge ; (which ftill flows 
from an 1»/ight into the very Things we know ;) ſo 


neither is an Infight into the Things themſelves, at all 
neceſſary to our Faith; which as ſuch, reſteth wholly 


upon the Fidelity of the Atteſtator. 

And why ſhould it tempt us to be indolent (as 
ſome pretend) or diſcourage our Inquiry into 
thoſe Truths which are capable of being known, (viz. 
ſo far as they may be known) only to ſuppoſe there 
are ſome Truths worthy to be believed, tho' in Strict- 
neſs of Speech above our Knowledge? Or, to ſup- 


poſe we may in ſome Caſes receive a ſufficient Evi- 


dence of Truth from Teſtimony alone, where the E- 
vidence from Reaſon fails us? For ſure, this cannot 
be their Meaning, That an honeſt Mind will be un- 
Follicitous to know, what upon bare Teſtimony only it 
ventures to believe. No, no ; Faith in this reſpe& 
is rather a Spur, than a Check to our Inquiries, we 
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Ibid, 


e ces and Deductiont, musr be co 
of Reaſon and Science, as diſtinf? from Matters of 
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8 
e vid no ſooner aſſures our Faith that God is Good; 


bur he makes it a Motive to taſte and ſee ; to taſte in 


Order to know, - 


Thus, Sir, you have my. Sentiments about In- 
PLICITE. Fark, conſider d not as the Papiſts uſe 


this Phraſe, but as it is the Subject of our Author's 


Ridicule : And by this Time you muſt obſerve, that 

if it be indeed. a blind Faith, a meer mechanical Im- 
pulſe, Enthufiaſm, | or a firong Perſuafion without 
any rational Grounds, as he, in his great Modeſty 
and Cuility, 1s. pleaſed to call it; Mr. Morgan's 


own Faith 1s. every Jot as blind; mechanical, and en- 


thuſiaſtick, as his Neighbour's : . Nay, more ſo; if 
what he affirms be true, That independent Fucts 
are UNCAPABLE.of yielding Conſequences ; and that 


«© this Act of the Mind in craving rational Inferen- 
ned to Principles 


F Fut and Teſtimony *”, For, if it be impoſſible in 


the Natureof the Thing, to carry any Matter of pure 
| hppa beyond the expreſs Senſe and Import of 


Levelation it ſelf, as abſtracted from all really di- 
ſtinct Conſequences whatever; (which is his Opi- 
nion) it muſt be (I preſume) for One of theſe 
Two Reaſons: Either, Firſt, Becauſe the expreſs. 
Senſe of a Matter of pure Revelation is impoſſible to 


be known : For if the Senſe of Revelation may be 
 kroun ; why mayn't ſuch Deductions as repreſent 


by Parts what the J/hole contains, be drawn from 
it? And are the Inferences that the Principles of 


Reaſon afford any more? But if the expreſs Import 


it ſelf of a Divine Revelation is not to be wnder-. 


it ſelf, be brought down to our U 


4 
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and Capacities; d as to form ſome dear, ebnen 
Notions and Conceptions of them.. Or elſe, 
Secondly, Becauſe the Truth of ſuch u Senſe is impoſſi- 
ble to be proved: Which muft. leave therefore the - 
Truth of all thoſe Conſequences'that depend there- 

on, doubtful and unserthin; There being in this 
Caſe no rational Foundation to believe either the 


Propoſitions themſelves, or any Truths chat are 
compriſed. in them. But will our Author fay; | \ 
That the Truth of Revelation is ubtful, and yet 1 
chat The Apoſtles were, dowbrleſs, infallible in Le. I. 
* whatever they delivered as the Mind and Will Page 9. 5 
„ö ”?EiT¼ . 1 ERS 67 97:1 20p ö 
Upon the whole, Sir, Lam ſorry there is Cauſe 1 
to ſay, Mr. Morgan's Conduct in this Air appears 0 

to me ſuch a palpable Contradiction to 8 o 


Profeſſion about the. Sncerity of his Enquiries, and his Letter 1. 
infinite Value for Truth, that I find it difficult, with Page 13. 
out commencing an Enthuſiaſt, to believe the Truth 
and Sncexity of his Profeſſion: And have been — 
thinking with my ſelf, Whether the wiſe Man's Re- 1 
proof would in any Caſe be more pertinent than in 6 
this before us, As a Madman, who caſteth Firebrauds, | 
Arrows, and Death; ſo is the Man that 'Dtctrvera 

his Neighbour, and faith, Am not I in Spor? 
HFaving adjuſted Accounts betwixt our Author 

and the Four London Miniſters, you will bear with 

me a little, while I examine into the Juſtice of his 
Reflections upon my ſelf: Which brings me to tlie 
Head of Sincerity. 3 ff Lig pms 
On this Subject our triumphant Writer diſplays 
his inſulting Arrogance in all its Colours; and tells 


. thoſe Gentlemen, © That I talk of Sincerity as if I Lever 11, 
had never heard the Word before, or knew not Page 8. 
what is meant by it.” And again, I dare ſay page g, 
Mr. Fancourt is better acquainted 'with the Pra- 
Cie of Sincerity, than he ſeems to be with the 
Nature of it”. And a little after, If he ſhall 


- 


appear 


40 
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Page 8. 


of under this Head. 
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© appear not at all to have read and conſidered; 
© what has been ſaid by the beſt Writers upon this 


subject — as I imagine it will, I muſt, ſays 


Nr. Morgan, leave the World about us to judge 
© of the Strength of that Cauſe which needs ſuch: 
* Supports. ** But to fpaſs by the peculiar Spirit 


with which he ſeems to be acted, or rather agitated, 
in this Controverſy : Mr. Morgan, 1 ſuppoſe, will 


allow me, that he who makes Sincerity the Matter of 


his Practice, is as likely to underſtand its Nature too, 


as one that makes it the Subject of his Diſcourſe on- 
ly. However, this I may be bold to ſay, That ac- 
cording to the Deſcription he gives of a /incere Man 
in this Letter, whatever his beſt Writers upon this 


Subject may be, Mr. Mrgan, as well as I, muſt 


utterly diſclaim that Character. 3 = 
There are two Things our Author complains 
Feſt, * That I make my 
Reader believe, that thoſe who make ſo much 
* ado about Sincerity in this Affair, would ſhut 
* 'Truth out of their Account; as if it was a Thing 
ce indifferent, or at leaſt not neceſſary.” Secondly, 


My miſrepreſenting his Notion of Sincerity ; as if he 


made all Men to be fincere © who act according to 
their real Perſuaſion, and think they are in the 


e 


As to the Former, why ſhou'd Mr. Morgan wonder 
ſo much, to find himſelf repreſented as ſetting up 


for Sincerity without Truth? Since the Paſſage in his 


firſt Letter, upon which I ground my Accuſation, 


carries ſuch Light and Evidence in the Face of it, 


that he dares not ſo much as attempt to explain it 
into a different Meaning 3 but with great Prudence 


buries it in deep Silence. His Words were theſe, 


For my own part, ſays he, I long for that Time, 


* which I hope is not far off, — when Sincerit) 
on the one Hand, and the abſolute Neceſſity of 
- being actualy in the Right on the other, ſhall re- 


main 


Hit buſſaſm Rytor ted. 41 
- © main as the only diſtinguiſhing Principles of Pa- Lett. . 
piſts and Proteſtants,” 55 Page 44- 
No let the Impartial judge, Whether the ob- 
vious Senſe of all this can be any Thing leſs than I 
have made of it, That in our Author's Opinion 
there is no Neceſſity, that a fincere Man ſhou d be 
actually in the Right in any Thing; and conſequent- 
ly, that a Man's Error ozly, be it never ſo groſs, is 
no real Proof of his Iſincerity. And indeed, to 
take him otherways, is to ſuppoſe Mr. Morgan fight- 
ing for Breath only, and falling into Agitations at the 
Sight of a Phantom of no real Exiſtence, but what it 
has in his oun Brain. He wou'd not, ny, 2 
thought to plead only againſt the Neceſſity of a fin- 
cere Mares bang bio the Right in — Ding. 
Who pleads for it? Our Brethren were ſo far from 
ſetting the Brand of Hypocriſy upon every Error, that 
they frankly declare, They do not queſtion but 
an erroneous Judgment, even in ſome weighty Points 
_ ©. of Faith, may conſiſt with an honeſt Heart.” No, Page 12: | 
no; if the Paſſage before us was calculated for - 
any honeſt Purpoſe, it muſt be deſigned as a Preſer- 
vative againſt the Infection of that dangerous Para- 
graph, where our Brethren argue, Thoſe that 
place the whole of their Religion in Sincerity, and 
* exped that this Virtue ſhou'd make up all Defici- 
* encies in Knowledge and Faith, had need to pre 
* ſerve it ſound and intire. It is in Oppoſition to Page 14 | 
theſe Words, that our bluſtering Antagoniſt breaks ; 
forth into a Paſſion of blind Zeal, and cries, © For 
© my own Part, I long for that Time — when Sin- 
* cerity on the one Hand, and the abſolute Neceſ- 
* ſity of being actually in the Right on the other, 
© ſhall remain as the only diſtinguiſhing Principles of 
* Papiſts and Proteſtants.” 3 
As to the other Branch of his Complaint, That I 
have fer his Notion of Sincerity in a falſe Light, 
making it to lie in a Man's acting according to his 


0 
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. real Perſuaſion only, and thinking he's in the 
** Right”: This is a pure Miftake of his own, 
without one Word of mine to conntenance it; a 
Miſtake he was the more willing, T ſappoſe, 
ro ſlide into, becauſe of the Opportunity it gave 
him of venting a ſittle of his ſpitęui Wit in abuſing 
me. Though after all, let him place Sincerity in 
what he pleaſes, whether it be in acting according 
to our real Perſuaſion either before or after our ut 
mettion with Truth (Which was plainly his Opinion 
then) it will ſtill follow upon this Principle, That a 
Man may: renounce Chriftinnity, and worſhis the Hoſts 
of Heuven, jf not the Devil too; and yet have a 
rational Coyfidence towards God, in that it's poſſible 
with Mr, Morgan, the Man may be fincere in his 
Renuncjation and HWorfhip notwithſtanding. There is 
no yrging the Groſſneſs of his Error as 4 Proof of his 
Hypocriſy unto one, who belieyes, that it'is the di- 


finguiſhing Principle of a Papiſt to maintain the Ne- 


ceſſity of being actualy in the Right in any Thing. 


But let us hear his ſecond Thoughts upon the 


Article of Sjncerity, as they are refin'd and im- 
prov'd by a more thorough Examination of what 

he calls the beſt /iters upon this Subject; and what 
Relation it bears unto Truth. He tells our Bre- 
thren, that by Sincerity xow, © he underſtands a, 
«© Man's acting up ſteadily to what appears to his 
ce own Gnderifanding to bo moſt juſt and reaſon- 


able, or moſt agreeable to the Mind and Will of 


* God, after a ſtrict and impartial Examination. 


Tho' this Account of Sincerity, is modeſt, compa- 


red with what follows ; yet was it to be made the 


Standard, ſome have thought the SFncerity of an 


Apoſtle would ſcarce bear the 7%; unleſs when 
Paul complains, t6 will is preſent with me, but how 


to perform that which is good, I find not: For the Good, 


that I would, I de not; but the Evil which I would not, 


that 


moſt Enquiries ; yet if it hath no neceſſary Con 
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that I do. . Unleſs, I ſay, our Author could demon- 

ſtrate, that at this very Time, the Apoſtle not only 

will d what appeared to his own Underſtanding. to 

be moſt agreeable to the Mind of God, but afed up 

ſteadily unto it alſo. | „ 1 
But what does our Author intend by a ſtrict aud 

impartial Examination? He tells us in the next 

Words; He who makes the beſt Ufe he can of his Lett. Il. 

rational Faculties, in examining the Grounds Pe 9. 

* and Reaſons of what he receives and embraces for 

Truth, is ſincere in his Enquiries”. Still I am at 

a loſs to know what Mr. Morgan means, by making 

the beft Uſe he can of his rational Faculties. Is it the 

beſt Uſe, that one who conſults not at all with Fleſb 

and Blood, that is in no degree under the Influence of 

pre-conceiv'd Opinions, predominant Paſſions, or human 

Regards, can make of his rational Faculties? If ſo, 

our Author, Iam ſorely afraid, will ſcarce paſs for 

a ſtrici and impartial Examiner, ; and that a ſincere 

Enquirer, is a Rarity too great to be met within the 


Regions of this-lower World.  _ . .; 
But if by an impartial Examiner he means one 
who makes the beſ# Uſe of his rational Faculties, 
which ſtrong Prejudices, and the Tyranny of diverſo 
Luſts and Pleaſures will allow, the then greareſt De- 
bauchees may be ſincere in their Enquiries too. Bur 
then is it ſo certain, that God in his moſt righte- 
ous judgment will not condemn ſome Men for 
not knowing, what, under the Dominion of. ſuch 
Luſts, they could not poſſibly know ? or, for not be- 
keving what, after the utmoſt Enquiries and the beſt 
Uſe their domineering Paſſions would-ſuffer them to 
make of their Faculties, they could ſee no Reaſou 
to believe? If this be Mr. Morgan s Opinion, one 
would think, the Author of the Iungcency Error af+ 
ferted and vindicated, was one of his beſt Writers up- 
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| V am Paſſion predominates, and weighs more with us Page 18. 


* 


2 an 


44 
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than the cooleft Reaſon dves, we can't but err : Tit our 
Misfortune, tis our Fraikty, tis our Infirmity, and 

we are unhappy in it, but not our Fault or Crime, | 

But our fincere Enquirer goes on, and adds, He 


© who acts according to his Judgment, after he hat h 


* taken all the Care he can to inform it right, by an 
* impartial Examination, is S1Nncexs in his PRactIct ; 
* and both theſe are neceſſary to denominate the PR- 
so Sincere ©. CES 1 1. e 
So that he that knows any thing leſs than what he 


might poſſibly have known ; or, he that believes any 


thing ſhort of what after the utmoſt Enquiries he wou'd 
have ſeen Reaſon to believe; and does not act wp, 
and that ſteadily too, unto what he might thus have 
known and believ'd is (for ought I ſee, Mr. Mor- 
gan being Judge) no other than an infincere Man, 
or than a meer Hypocrite; and whom he himſelf 
could conſign over to everlaſting Fire. Alas, are 
there no Degrees of Sincerity 2 no more than 


there are in Certainty! ſhall nothing bear the Name 
of this excellent Grace, but the higheſt Flights we 


can attain unto! What havock would ſuch a Ca- 
ſuiſtical Divine as this make of the Peace and Conſo- 
lations of weak Believers! How much more Cha- 
ritalle as well as Juſt, are the Sentiments of our 
Brethren about this Virtue? who allow, “ That 


* the moſt upright Saint on Earth is not free from 


* ſinful Guile, but often ſees Cauſe to complain of 
*© a treacherous Heart” *. , "end We 34+ bi 


J ever thought, till now, that he who fared 
prefers the Glory of an unſeen God, and the Hap- 


| Pineſs of an unſeen World, to any lower Conſide- 


ration whatever ; and had attained to ſo much 
Goſpel Truth, as is neceſſary to maintain ſuch a 
Frame, might have paſs'd for a fincere good Man: 


es, 


_ Doctrine of the Trinity, p. 11. 


| Though 


_ --: 


as Sierity ; becauſe it will have a neceſſary in- 
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Though at Times he ſaw another Law in his Mind, 
and bringing him into Captivity to the Law of Sin, 
which is in the Members; and though he knew but. 
in Part, even of what, upon the utmſt Enquiries he 


might have arrived to the Knowledge of below. But 


(as J obſerved in my former Letter) to ſuch ſuper- 
lat ive Gentlemen, as our Author, nothing, perhaps, 
muſt be this or that, but the higheſt Degree thereof. 
The Sncerity he pleads for ſeems calculated, directly 
calculated, not for the Church Militant below, but 
for that which is triumphant above. Such who have 
not yet attained, nor are already perfect, but only are 
preſſing forwards, have nothing to do with it. Accor- 
ding to our Author's Account of this Goſpel 
Grace, it's much to be doubted, whether there be 
ſuch a Thing as a fincere Man, in this World: 
Whether we muſt not all be numbred amongſt the 
Children of Perdition, or be ſaved at laſt even with- + 
out Sincerity alſo, So that it is greatly to be queſtion- Leu. II. 
ed, whether all the Antichriſtian Synods, and hereti- Page 34. 
cating Creed-makers, as he calls them, from the 
Council of Nice unto this very Day, have damn d 
a tith ſo many Souls, as Mr. Morgan's diſtinguiſh- 


ing Principle of a Proteſtant is like to do. 


Having examined his accurate Account of the Na- 


ture of Sincerity, I come now to conſider the Re- 


lation it bears unto Truth. And here he tells our: | 
Brethren, ** Where any Truth, which concerns 7. II. 
our Duty to God, and the Way te Salvation, is Page 9. 


* ſo evident in it ſelf, or ſo clearly contained in 


La) 
A 


: or one who examines the Matter impartially, can- 
not miſs it; in all ſuch Caſes, the Truth will be 


cc 


as neceſſary, equally, and as indiſpenſably neceſlary, 


cc 


ſeparable Connection with, and Dependance on 


4 Sincerity it ſelf: But where the Truth is ſo dif- 
8 ficult in it ſelf, or ſo obſcurely revealed, that a 


Aucere 


the Chriſtian Revelation, that a ſincere Enquirer, 


Fncere Enquirer may not be able to reach it; in 
this Caſe, the Truth, whatever it may be in it 
* ſelf, ox in its oun abſtract Nature, can be of. wo. 
Neceſſity and Importance to the Perſnm. 

But let me ask our Author, Since he diſtinguiſh-.. 
es betwixt a Fntere Enquirer, and a fincere Practi- 


_ ” 


timer; and makes not one of them aloxe, but both. : 


together to enter into the neceſſary Idea of a Sincers-. 
Man : Is there no Truth of any Neceſſity or Im- 
portance to a Perſon, that may eſcape. one who is 
fincere in his Enquiries only; though he be inſincere 
and hypocritical in his Practice? Mayn't a Man be 
ſincerely defirons and inquiſitive to know the Terms 
of Salvation, and yet diſlike them when they are 
known? The Caſe of the young Man in the Go- 
ſpel; Now if theſe impartial Examiners impriſon 
the Truth they have attained to in Unrighteowuſueſs |; 


or receive not the Love of the Truth that they might 


be ſaved : Mayn't it be juſt in God for this Cauſe 


to ſend them OW, e that they ſnould believe 
a He; that they all might be damned who believed 
not the Truth, but had Pleaſure in Unrighteonſueſs ? | 
Let me ask again, Since by his own. Confeion. 
ſome Truths have a neceſſary Connection with, and 

Dependance upon Sincerity; and fince ſuch Tyaths 


are with him as neceſſary as Siucerity it ſelf : Mayn't 


theſe Truths be as much inſiſted on as a Condition of 
Chriftian Unity and Communion, as Sinceriey? | 


mean by thofe who clearly perceive this Conne&iort 


and Dependance. Or, Muſt they be diſpens'd 
with for the Sake of Chriftian Peace and Fellow- 
ſhip, becauſe ſome are ſo wicked they will not 
own the Connection, or are ſo weak they cannot 
diſcern it ? If ſo, Mayn't Sincerity it ſelf for. the 
fame Reaſon be diſpens'd withal, for the Sake. of 


_ thoſe who fancy, that an Uniformity of external d 


and Geſtures is all that ought to be aim'd at . 
external Worſhip of Chriſtianity, and not any Diſcos 


Very 
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very of the inward Sentiments and Hecken, of their 
Mi 
I ̃ would ask Kim Further, Whether the 'T;whs 
that have a neceſſary Connection with, and 
dance upon Mr. Morgan's Sincerity, muſt needs be 
the ſame in Number, Kind, and Weight, with the 
Truths that have a neceſſary Connection r and 
Dependance upon another Man's Sincerity ? if fo; 
then there is not one Truth in the whole Goſpel of 

Neceſſity and Importante to any ſincere Man, 
but what every ſincere Man actualy knows 3 and, 
conſequently, that the neceſſary Terms of Chrifti- 
an Peace and Communion, _— thoſe that are 
fincere, will be the ſame all the World over. But 
if the Truths that are neceſſarily connected with one 
Man's Sincerity, be not the very ſame with the 
Truths that are neceſſarily. connected with another 
Man's Sincerity ; it will follow, That the Truth 
that neither are, nor appear to be of a 
and Importance to one Perſon, may really be and ap= 
pear to be fo to another T he Conſequence of which 
will be, that the Terms of Chriſtian Communion, 
and the Terms of Salvation to every Man, ave not 
neceſſarily one and the ſame ; and fo that there may 
be Room for Chriſtian Charity, where I am not 
therefore obliged to receive into Chriſtian C.. 
nion; and that Chriſtian People muſt admit one ano- 
ther to Chriſtian Fellowſhip, and allow each other 
the Benefits and Privileges 2 the Chriſtian Diſpenſa- 
tion; not upon what Mr. M. * or I ſhall call Serip- 
ture-Terms, but upon what after an honeft n 
vl they gen ſelver h ary; mpg be ſo. 5 = 

examined brgan's ; 
inſt thoſe Gentlemen and my i and 5 26 — 

sent expoſed the Weakneſs of them; 4 
might now defcend to thoſe perſonal Reflections 
which he is pleaſed to k his Reader with: 
And' pere I mould have an Opportunity to * 

er 


* 
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der the labour d and manly Strokes with which he has 
honour'd ſome innocent Paſſages in my Eſſay; and to 
view our Author under his double Capacity, as exe- 
cuting the Office both of a grave Difator, and a 
ſevere Cenſor : And might ſhew how unconſcionably 
witty he is in the /atter, ſuffering his Fancy to run 
Riot, and at the Expence of his Senſe as well as 
Honeſty indulging the Licentiouſneſs of a quibling 
Genius, But theſe are Things too trifling to a- 
muſe yoz with: I ſhall therefore wave them at pre- 
ſent, and reſerve my Remarks of this Kind as a 
Diſh of Chat to entertain my good Friend, Mr. 
Morgan himſelf. =» ny 
However, before I take my Leave of you, I 
muſt beg your Patience to hear me a little further 
upon the Article of the Trinity, as to what relates to 
the Poſſibility thereof: For our Author makes an | 
hideous Outcry on this Head ; and repreſents the 
Doctrine not only as extremely. doubtful at leaſt ; but 
as utterly repugnant to the Nature and Reaſon of Things. 
The Arguments, I obſerve, in which our Adver- 
faries do moſt triumph; and that have laid the chief 
Foundation for the preſent Diſpute, go upon the 
Impoſſibilit) of the Thing. Now ſo long as the 
Suppoſition of a Perſonal Diſtingion appears impoſſi- 
ble, it is (l'm very ſenſible) to no Purpoſe to urge 
the Teſtimony of Scripture for a Proof 7 its Reality. 
They will ſooner turn Deiſte, and deny the Juſpira- 
tion of Sacred Writ ; or, by a critical Inqui ſition force 
it to ſpeak any Senſe, rather than admit that Do-. 
| Grine to be true, which to them is an apparent Con- 
tradiction. Not to mention what ſome of the Cham- 
pions of their Cauſe have own'd, That did they but 
ſee the Poſſibility of a perſonal Diſtinction, they 
could eaſily believe the Truth of it, the Strain of 
Scripture ſeems to run ſo much in its Favour. I 
take them thus-; They draw their Objections a- 
gainſt the Trinity, not from the Divine Peracity ſo 
| | much, 


* 
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Enthufiaſm Retorted, 
much; (becauſe He who cannot lie hath affirmed 
the contrary) but from the inward Conſtitution of the 
Divine Nature Which they conceive (antecedent 
to any written Declaration about this Doctrine) to 

be ſuch, as will not admit of a perſonal Plurality, 
without a plain Contradiftion, _ IE 
Now that we may not contend about meer Words, 
it won't be amiſs to explain a little, what I intenc 
by a perſonal. Diſtinction, and what by the Poſſibility 
of It. ? 


The Charafteriſtick or Mark, though not the 
whole, of a Divine Perſon, T take to be a Power to 
underſtand and will, The Exiſtence of more than 
one, or of a Plurality of ſuch complete Powers in the 
Divine Being, is what I mean by a Diſtinction of 
Perſons there. Since all are agreed to include 4 


Power to underſtand and will in the neceſſary Idea of 


one Perſon, I don't ſee how we can, without a Con- 
tradiction, deny a Plurality of ſuch Powers, where 
there are a Plurality of Perſons *. It is not at all 
needful, that one Perſon ſhould be di ſunited or ſepa- 
rated from another to make the Diſtinction perſonal ; 
it is enough that the One is not the Other. Their 
vital, eternal, and neceſſary Union amongſt them- 
ſelves, is what I not only firmly believe, but take 
to be abſolutely neceſſary to the Unity of the Divine 
—_— | 

If it be inquired, Whether a Diſtinctien of per- 
ſonal Powers does not carry in it a Diſtinction of 
ſome Sort or other in the Divine Subſtance ? Why, 
be it ſo; I do not apprehend my ſelf any more 


— mm 


— * 
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* In the Unity of this Godbead there be Three Perſons, ef 
one Subſtance” Fir ſt of the 39 Anicles 

The ſame in Subſtance, equal [and therefore diſtinQ] 
in Power and Glory. Sixth Anſwer of the Aſſembly's Ca- 
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Enthuſiaſm Retorted. 
concern'd in the Conſequence than others. För 
ſince the Powers of Underſtanding, Willing, and Doing 
in God are, undoubtedly, diſtinct; (as I am ready 
to demonſtrate, if needful) a Diſtinction of ſach | 
Sort of Powers, will equally infer a Diſtinction in 
the Divine Subſtance ; and ſo prove that the Same- 
eſs of the Divine Subſtance it ſelf lies not in an 
omni modous and undiſtinguiſh'd Simplicity, but in the 
| Sameneſs of the Union that runs through the whole: 
If ſuch Terms may be applied to that God, con- 
cerning whom we cannot order our Speech by Reaſon of 
Darkneſs. 2 
By the Poſſibility of a perſonal Diſtinction in the 
Supreme Being, I intend no more than this; That 
there is nothing to be learnt from the Mrs of God 
concerning either his eſſential Perſections, or the U- 
nity of his Being, from which it may be neceſſarily 
inferr'd, that the Diſtinction of ſuch perſonal Powers 
would imply a real Contradiction. It matters not 
here, Whether ſuch a Diſtinction ix Fatt be true or 
_ falſe, be probable or improbable : The only En- 
quiry at preſent is, Whether the Suppoſition - of 
a Plurality of Perſons (as above explain'd) be ab- 
ſurd and contradictory; whether it be all one as to 
ſay, That Three Perſons are One Perſon, and One 
Perſon is Three : Or, That One God is Three Gods, 
and Three Gods are One. en en ñ 
But to what Purpoſe, will ſome ſay, is all this 
Talk? Why, not to inſinuate that ſuch Perſons can 
ever be in God, if they be not actually there alrea- 
dy: But to ſhew that ſuch a Plurality of Perſons may 
be mow afually there, for that there is no Contradi- 
| Hlion in the Nation of it. So that a Man ought not 


to argue, a Plurality of Perſons is what cannot be in 


the Supreme Peine, and therefore it is nt. But he e 

ſhculd firſt prove by Revelation that it is nt ſo; and 

then indeed he may infer, it can't be ſo; ſince with 

. God there is no Variablepeſs nor Shadow of turning. 
Which 


Enthuſiaſm Retorted. 
Which teaches us to come with Minds heartily diſ- 
' poſed to embrace what the Chriſtian Revelation 
ſhall declare concerning this Doctrine, without 
ſuffering our ſelves to be once prejudiced againft 
it, on g Prot of its pretended [npoſzbility ; and 
leads us to enquire by all the equitable Rules of In- 
terpretation, what the inſpired Writings do teſtify 


about it, and to determine our Judgments accor- 


amply. 7 7 
To eonclude therefore, ſhould any urge againſt 
me, That the Suppoſition of a Plurality of Perſons 
deſtroys the Unity of the Deity, and runs us into 
Polytheiſm : Or, That it overturns the Simplicity of 
God, and implies a real Compofition : Or, That it 
denies God's Selj-Origination, and argues the Di- 
vine Being to be in ſome Sort dependent Or, That 
it fights againſt his Immen/ity, and makes each Per- 
| fon to be finite : Or, That it ſtrikes at his abſolute 
Perfection, and infers a Superfluity of Powers there. 
Should they charge the Hypotheſis above-mention'd 

with any or all of theſe ſeeming Abſurdities ; or 
with any other of a different K 
to anſwer is this. If they will favour me with a 
diſtinẽt and clear Explanation of what they under- 


ſtand by Unity, Simplicity, Self-Origination, Immen- 
fity, and abſolute Perfection, &c. I doubt not but to 


prove, that either their Ideas of theſe Terms are too 


ſtrict and rigid (without a ſufficient Foundation) 


Or, That the Poſſibility of a perſonal Diſtinction in 
the Godhead is very conſiſtent with them. 


But having ſtarted theſe Objections, it mayn't. 
be improper to ſay ſomewhat now, in Anſwer to 


| ſuch of them, as appear more plauſible. 
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reme Being, deſtroys the Unity of the Godhead : 


hat it runs us into Polytheiſm, and ſuppolts more i 


Gods then One. 
. 8 


ind: What I have 


Should any argue, That the Suppoſition of more J. 
Perſons [or per Powers] than Oue in the Su- 
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Bubafaſm Retorted. 
l anſwer; If more perſonal Powers than one de- 
ſtroy the Onznszss of the Divine Bix; it muſt, 

ſuppoſe, be for one of theſe three Reaſons: 
ither, becauſe the Powers are mam); or, becauſe 
theſe many Powers are ſimilar and alike ; or, be- 
cauſe theſe ſimilar or like Powers do each of them 
require a diſtinct Subject for their Support. But 
now, if many Powers did interfere with the One- 
veſs of the Divine. Being; then, either the Powers 
to underſtand, to wil, and to do in God, muſt be but one 
undiſtinguiſbed Power; (which J am ready to de- 
monſtrate is falſe) or this threefold Power now men- 
tioned, muſt ' infer a Trinity of Gods alſo in the 
Wr Boing TER Wort NE mts 


* 


of the Divine Being; I would ask, why diſſimilar, 
and unlike Powers do not much more deſtroy this 


Unity ? unleſs the more that one Thing differs from 


another, the more it is One with that other. 


. 


If „mi lar or like Powers do each of them require 


diſſimilar and unlile Powers [viz. the Powers of Un- 
rftanding, Willing and Doing | 7 the ſame? 


If they do; it ſhews that every Diſtinction in the Di- 


vine Subſtance it ſelf, does not immediately deſtroy 
the Unity of the Divine Bzixs : Or, if Powers that 


are not only diſtinct, but different, may flow from 


f ſimilar or like Powers did deſtroy the Oneneſs 


a diſtin Subject for their Support; why ſhould not 


one and the ſame undiſtinguiſh'd Subſtance ; why may 


not diſtinct and fimilar Powers much more ſo? 


Should it be objected, That the Suppoſition of 1 


more than one ſuch Perſon [or perſonal Power] 


ſtrikes at the abſolute Perfection of God, and infers a 
ſuperfluity of Powers there. 3 yr tg 
l anſwer; That unleſs we could comprehend our 
Maker, could know all the poſſible Ends for which 


* 


his Perfections ſerve; and ſo were infinite in Un- 


dierſtanding like Himſelf; it would be very pre- 
: ALY uming 4 
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: Eubaſſaſm Retorted. = _ 
faming to pronounce of God, that a Plurality. of 
— Powers in this Jehovah is vain and ſuper- 


Ons. - 
To conceive 
the Pleaſures of an eternal Society, Id 1T SELF, and 
ſo abſolutely Self-ſufficient, is, perhaps, as worthy an 
Idea of Divine Perfection, as to conceive of God, 
under the Notion of one loneſome ſolitary Power only. 
Man, who bears the Image of his Creator, ſeems 


* 


formed for Society, and ſeeks for Fellowſhip with 
his kind, as incomplete without it. Are we ſure, 


that this in no reſpect, is a Branch of the Divine 
Likeneſs? Why may not the Father have his Fellow 
too ? Awake, O Sword, againſt the Man that is my 
Felow. Only, what Man 1s obliged to go Abroad, 
in order to enjoy in others; that the Divine Being 
finds in it ſelf. Can we ſay, that Soctar Pleaſures 
are inconſiſtent with a Perfection that is Divine? 
Wiſdom, which the Father poſleſs'd in the Begin- 
ning of his Way [of eaten) before his Works of 


of the ſupreme Being, as enjoying 


43 


Old, is repreſented as brought up with him, as pov. 8. 


daily his Delight, 
Beſides, ſince to be able to communicate it ſelf 
unto others, is an undoubred Branch of the Divine 


Perfection; ſo in order to be abſolutely Perfect, it 


ſeems Neceſſary, that God ſhould be capable of 
communicating himſelf according to the poſſible 
Wants of all his Creatures. But now, if a Satis- 
faction anſwerable to the Offence, and conſequent- 
ly of an infinite Value, may poſſibly be neceſſary to 
the Juſtification of a Sinner; it will not be eaſy to 
prove it pofſzble for the Deity to provide ſuch a Satis- 
¶Jattion, without ſuppoſing ſomeſuch Diſtinction as this. 


So that a Plurality of Perſons in the ſupreme Being, 


is fo far from ſtriking at the abſolute Perfection of 
God, that it is hard to conceive of him as abſolutely 
SELF-SUFFICIENT or ALL-SUFFL: IENT Without it. 
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54 1 Retorted. 


= - 108 your candid Acceptance of theſe Remarks, 
and that you would believe me to be a ſincere Lo- 
ver of Mankind, and an hearty —— to 


Truth, Peace, and Charity, who am, 
STK 
Tour AﬀeTionate and Faithful, 


| 5 Friend and Servant, 
April the 4th, ON 1 


N 8. FancourrT.. 
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X Farewell Sermon to the Church and to the 
World, by William Lorimer, Miniſter of the 
Goſpel, now in the 82 d Year ofhis Age. Price 64. 
A Narrative of the Method and Succeſs of Inoc- 
culating the Small Pox in New England, by Mr. 
Benj. Colman; with a Reply to the Objections made 
againſt it, from Principles of Conſcience ; in a Let- 
ter from a Miniſter at Boſton : To which is now 
prefix d, an Hiſtorical Introduction, by Daniel 
Neal, M. A. Price 6d. e 
The Improvement and Perfection of our Faith, 
a Sermon, preach'd at Hertford, at a Meeting of 
Proteſtant ' Diſſenting Miniſters: To which are 
annexed, two ſhort Diſſertations, (viz.) Firſt, How 
we may be aſſured that the Scriptures are, the 
Word of God. Secondly, How we may arrive at a 
reaſonable Satisfaction, that we underſtand the 
Scriptures aright in all things Neceſſary. By Caleb 
Moe, of Cheſhunt, in Hertfordſhire. Price 6d. 


A Brief, Practical, and Pacifick Diſcourſe - of 
God, and of the Father, Son, and Spirit, and of 
our Concern with them, by Joſhua Oldfield, D. D. 
The Second Edition, corrected, with an Appen- 
dix. Price 1s. E . 
- Two Diſcourſes againſt Deiſm, and ſome other 
dangerous Errors; the one ſetting forth the true 
and only Way of obtaining Salvation; the other 
mewing why, and how, all ought to reverence ſe- 
' ſus Chriſt, the Son of God, and Saviour of Men. 
The Second Edition, corrected, with a ſhort Poſt- 
ſcript, relating to the Reverend Dr. Hhithy. 
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A n glanation of t 8 eig | 
of the firſt Chapter of the, ritten by St. 
John, with ſhort- Notes and Obſeryaions on, the 
dame: To which is annexed, a Scriptural Denwn- 
ſtration of the true Deity of the Eternal Word; 
the Son; ſhewing that he is a Perſon : The ſex 
- cond in Order, and Diſtinct from the Father, and 
yet is not another God, either Co-ordinate with, 
r Sub-ordinate to the Father, having the ſame. 
iy, only. after a different Manner ; ; with, a 
clear Anſwer to ſome Objections, occaſion'd by 
the Reverend Dr. Clark's Scripture Doctrine of the 
Trinity; with an Appendix | to the foregoing 
Scripture Demonſtrations, Haan Firſt, That 
there is a God, the moſt Franſcendent, Excel- 
lent and Intelligent. Being, endued with all poſſible | 
Perfection: : Secondly, That God is one, and that 
there can be no more Gods but one. Thirdh, 
That in the on "Erernal, Living and True God, | 
there is not only the Perfection of Unity, bur there | 
is alſo. the Pert ection of Plurality. Fourthly, That 
the holy Spirit is the ſame God, and that with 
the Father and the Son; he is the Object of our 
Religious, Divine Worſhip „and Adoration. Both 
theſe by Willam Lorimer, Miniſter of the Goſpel. 
The Trinity, of.the Bible, wich their Unity and 
Ri hts, agreeable to the Whole of Scripture; and 
to Reaſon. Containing an expreſs Scripture De- 
claration of the ſame, and its king 1 briefly, 
. ,effay'd, and publiſh'd with the Ap 3 obation of 
=! eral Non: ſubſcribing Minifters, as at Her, 
of LO have ſeen . I 
he Chriſtian Doctrine of the Tae or Fu. . 
Son and Spirit, three Perſons and one Gd, 
Efted and prov'd with their Diyine Rights ang 
Honours, vindicated by plain Evidence of Fa 
without the Aid or Dinah of har 
Schemes. Witten chiefly for the Uſe of Prxiva 
EE. I J Watts, i * 
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